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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


JAPAN'S NAKASONE URGES WEST'S UNITY, SUPPORTS SDI 
OW141301 Tokyo KYODO in English 1239 GMT 14 Oct 86 


[Text] Tokyo, Oct. 14 KYODO -- Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone said Tuesday the 
Western camp should unite to back up U.S. President Ronald Reagan and promote 
U.S.-Soviet arms talks following the weekned U.S.-Soviet summit talks in Iceland. 


In a speech at the Japan, Federation of Economic Organizations (Keidanren) building in 
Tokyo, Nakasone made the stc.tements in referring to future East-West relations. 
Nakasone said although the summit reached no final agreement, progress was made in 
talks on strategic nuclear arms, intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) and other 
issues. He said the summit showed the arms talks hinge on the U.S. Strategic Defense 
Initiative (SDI) program and that both superpowers are expected to confer with their 
respective allies as they work toward their next summit. Nakasone also said that SDI 
is acting as a lever to promote disarmament and supported SDI as a security system 
based on advanced defensive arms systems. 


As for domestic issues, Nakasone criticized the present rice policy which calls for 
subsidizing with public funds the purchase of rice from farmers, calling for reforms 
mainly in productivity to reduce international disparities in rice prices. 


19274 
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JAPAN: NAKASONE SAYS NO CHANCE IN SDI DECISLON 
OW160336 Tokyo KYODO in English 0236 GMT 16 Oct 586 


"Nakasone Says No Change in Japan's SDI Participation” -- KYODO headline] 
Text! Tokyo, Oct 16. 16 KYODO -- Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone said Thursday there 
is no change in Japan's decision to begin talks on Japan's participation in the United 
States “star war" research project. 

The prime minister responded to reporters wto called for his comment on Soviet Vice 
Premier Geydar Aliyev's displeasure over Japan's participation the the Strategic 
Defense Initiative (SDI). 


Aliyev told Shigeyoshi Matsumae, president of the Japan Cultural Association, in Moscow 
Wednesday that a good Japanese political environment is necessary for Kremlin leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev to visit Japan. 


19274 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


JAPAN: TALKS ON SDI TO BEGIN 28 OCTOBER IN U.S, 


OW! 39643 Tokyo KYODO in English 0639 GMT 18 Oct 86 


Text | Tokyo, Oct. 18 KYOD Japan and the United States will begin talks 
Washington October 28 on Japan's participation in the Strategic Defense Initiative 


SDI}, commonly known as “star wars” research project, 


Japanese delegates to the meet 


said. Makoto Watanabe, deputy director of the 


Foreign Ministry's North Americar 
Affairs Bureau, will head the group. fficials of the Defense Department's SD! 
7 


will represent the United States at the session, the sources said. 


{9274 
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government sources said Saturday. 


ing will ieave Tokyo arcund October 25, the sources 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


JAPANESE ECONOMIC FEDERATION SEEKS SII RESEARCH CONDITION 


OW2601155 Tokyo KYODO in English 1135 GMT 20 Oct 86 


{Text} Tokyo, Oct. 20 KYODO -- The Federation of Economic Organizations (Keidanren) 
Monday asked the government to ensure that Japanese firms participating in the U.S. 
"Strategic Defense Initiative” (SDI) plan will not be subjected to excessive 


restrictions by the United States on grounds of protection of military secrecy. 
Keidanren, made up of big businesses, also requested that Japanese enterprises be 
allowed to utilize the researct results of the SDI, commonly known as a “star wars” 
plan. 


The requests were intended to clarify the stance of the Japanese business community 
prior to the start of talks between the Japanese and U.S. Governments in Washington on 
October 28 for working out details of Japanese participation in the SDI. The Japanese 
Government forrally decided to take part in the SDI research on September 9. 


Japan's industrial circles are hopeful that participation in the SDI will enable them 
to make great ctrides in the development of high technology. But an agreement earlier 
concluded on the participation of West Germany in the SDI clamped strict restrictions 
on the use of research developments by German enterprises. This generated deep concern 
here that even techniques already developed by Japanese firms will be subjected to 
restrictions on grounds of protection oi military secrecy. 


Keidanren, accordingly, asked the government tc fully protect techniques developed by 
participating firma. It requested that techniques and knowhow, already developed by 
these firms, should be exempted from restrictions aimed at protection of secrecy. The 
government should also set up an adequate system to support the participating Japanese 
enterprises, Keidanren said. 


1/9274 
CSO: 5260/041 
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SD1 AND SPACE ARMS 


ITALIAN SENATE MAJORITY IN UNITY ON SDI INVOLVEMENT 


LD222236 Rome International Service in Italian 1830 GMT 22 Oct 86 


ty (Text) The majority has confirmed its unity in the debate on 
foreign policy which took place im the Senate where tle 
agreement between Italy and the United States on SDI [Strategic 
Defense Initiatrve) anc the zero option in relation to tie recent 
Reagan-Gorbachey meeting, in particular, was discussed 


In reply to vanous ¢ vestons and interpellations from the oppos- 
uoe. Foreagn Mimster Andreoiti subsequently clanfied the doo- 
uinest on the agreement with the United States which involves 
six mayor Itean public and privaic firms Tae majority ¢4 aot 

y consider it necessary to put forward its own resolution on SDI 
and dusarmament since it adheres to the government's pusition 
The nght-wing opposition also spoke in favor of Italy's partuc- 
pation in th: US. program, whereas, on the other hand, the 
Communist senators asked the government to pul pressure on 
Washington to avoid the militarization of cuter apace. The 
Communists also proposed a sent ection at Europeun level to 
dismantic the Buromissiles, wreapective of any other type of 
agreements on d.sarmament between the | asted States and the 
USSR 


{9274 
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ARTICLE URGES TURKISH PARTICIPATION IN EUREKA PROJECT 
Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 26 Aug 86 p |! 


[Article by senior engineer bulent Buktas in "Thoughts of Thinkers” column: 


’ 


"High Technology and International Cooperation (EUREKA)"] 


[Text] When French President Francois Mitterrand launched the EUREKA project 
in April 1985 in aneffort to strengthen scientific and techno! ogical 
cooperetion iit: Europe, everyone viewed it as a response to the U.S. President 


Ronald Reagan's SDI. But the EUREKA program had a spate of other goals. It 
is a fact that at present Europe is trailing behind the United States and 
Japan in technological development. Its productivity growth rate and world 
market shares are declining relative to Japan. Thus, while productivity grew 
by 50 percent in Japan during the period 1974-1986, this figure remained at an 
average of 30 percent in the European members of the OECD. A comparison with 


the United States indicates that Europe is increasingly being left behind, 
particularly in the development of high technology products. 


Rationale for EUREKA 


One of the major reasons for the launching of the EUREKA initiative is 
undoubtedly the concern about an impending new “brain drain" from Europe to 
the United States similar to the one experienced in the period 1950-1960, It 
is also evident that the failure of the research and development cooperation 
envisaged within the framework of the ERC to produce the expected results 
because of bureaucratic obstacles and other factors also playei a role in the 
EUREKA initiative. 


Ia contrast to conventional cooperation methods, EUREKA's objective is to 
immediately use the results of resoarch and development work for commercial 
purposes. 


The goals and activity areas of EUREKA were identified at a conference in 


Hanover in November 19°85 among the relevant ministers of the countries 
participating in the program. These 20a in be sumaarized as: "Enhancing 
the productivity and the ompetitive strength of European industry by 


strengthening cooperation between firms and research institutions.” What is 
at issue here is industrial, technologica ind scientific cooperation in the 


’ ’ ; . : 


development of high-technology products and processes for world markets. The 








Hanover Declaration also clearly states that the EUREKA projects will be 
strictly restricted to the civilian sector. In sum, the basic objective of 
the program is to utilize the results of the work done in industrial 
laboratories and institutions for commercial purposes. 


Let us first examine the organization of the program. The highest body of 
authority in EUREKA is the Ministerial Council which is made up of the 
relevant ministers of the member countries and a represenative of the European 
Communities (EEC and EFTA) Commission and which takes important decisions on 
cooperation and oversees their implementation 


The Higher Representatives Group, which is made up of delegates from the 
member countries and the European Communities Commission, sets the details of 
the forms of cooperation and makes the necessary preparations together with 
the Councii of Ministers. Care is taken that the forms of cooperation are as 
free of bureaucracy and as productive as possible. The secretariat, whose 
membership is kept relatively restricted, is made up of i2 experts, 6 of whom 
are professionals; the remaining 6 are administrators. Four of the 
professionals are from member countries and two are from the Communities 
Commission. The function of the secretariat is to ensure the circulation of 
the incoming proposais and to help the signing of agreements on EUREKA 
projects. 


The cooperation proposals come directly from _ industrial firms or 
entrepeneurial groups, but at least two member countries are required to have 
agreed to cooperate on the project in order to accept the proposals for 
consideration. 


In order for @ proposal to qualify as a EUREKA project it has to go through 
the following procedures: The project proposal coming from one or _ several 
sources is put in circulation. After the required complementary informatiozs 
is given by relevant agencies to the secretari:t, the proposal is circulated 
among all member countries. In at most 6 weeks after this step, a decision is 
made on whether the proposal is to be approved as a EUREKA project. All 
detailed information is regularly conveyed by the Higher Representatives Group 
to the Ministerial Council. However, the decision of the countries which will 
participate in a given project is final; that is, neither the Higher 
Representatives Group nor the Ministerial Council have the right to alter or 
to veto such decisions. 


Another measure designed to strengthen and expedite industrial cooperation is 
to form forums and industrial groups in some sectors to discuss forms of 
cooperation, “echnological developments in various areas of activity and 
difficulties encountered in this work. 


Conclusion 


The EUREKA accord, which was signed in July of last year by 1/7 countries in 
the European Communities responding to the French president's invitation in 
April 1985, went into effect 1 year ago, and many of the participating 
countries have already formed their internal organizations and have begun 





working. The number of projects that have been considered so 
undertaken prove clearly that EUREKA is a reality. 


far and the work 


Meanwhile, although our country has made a decision to participate in this 


progran, which has begun to foster broad exchange of 


scientific and 


technological information and growing industrial cooperation among member 
countries, it has neither mace any preparations nor taken any _ steps. 


Moreover, most of our industrialists and scientists are 
informed about EUREKA's goals, organization and mode of 
country, which is set on a course of rapid industrialization 
is expected to take advantage of the extensive opportunities 
project will create in the area <~ high technology. Let us 
every day that we lose is wor!....¢ to our disadvantage. 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


USSR: REACTION OF WORLD LEADERS TO SUMMIT 
GDR‘'s Honecker 


LD140402 Moscow TASS in English 2128 GMT 13 Oct 86 


[Text] Berlin October 13 TASS -- Touching on the meeting in Reykjavik between the 
General Secretary of the CPSU Central committee Mikhail Gorbachev and the President of 
the United States Ronald Reagan, the general secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Socialist Unity Party of Germany, Chairman of the GDR State Council Erich Honecker 
stated here today that the Soviet side at that meeting had proposed all-embracing 
measures of disarmament on earth and the non-spreading of the arms race to outer 
space. The adustion of these measures would have protected mankind from nuclear 
castastrophe. These bold proposals, testifying to the Soviet Union's resolve to free 
the planet of all types of nuclear arms by the year 200, regrettably failed to get 
Reagan's approval although they accord with the interests of mankind, Erich Honecker 


stated. 


The expressed hope that the unique steps taken by the USSR would ultimately meet with 
Support in the United States as well. 


FRG's Willy Brandt 
LD160435 Moscow TASS in English 1404 GMT 15 Oct 86 


[Text] Bonn October 15 TASS -- Speaking at the conference of the trade union of the 
printing and paper industry workers, now under way in Essen, Willy Brandt, chairman of 
the Social Democratic Party of Germany, said that in Reykjavik it would have been 
possible to reach an agreement on liquidating all medium-range missiles in Europe and 
on a 50-per-cent cut in strategic armaments. 


All this collapsed due to an insane and unfeasible fantasy called the SDI, pointed out 
W. Brandt. He voiced support for efficient measures in the field of disarmament, for 
liquidating chemical weapons and for establishing nuclear-free zones in Europe. 


Conference delegates were offered the resolution "Peace and Disarmament" which contains 
a demand on ensuring all-embracing reduction of military arsenals and liquidating 
nuclear weapons, as well as chemical and bacteriological means of mass destruction. it 
is especially important, the document points out, to put an end to U.S. plans for space 
militarization, creating a serious threat to peace. It is necessary to back the Soviet 
proposals aimed at freeing the world completely from nuclear weapons by the year 2000 
and to make them the basis for negotiations on disarmament, the resolution points out. 
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W. Berlin's Schmitt 
LD141434 Moscow TASS in English 1116 GMT 14 Oct 86 


[Text] West Berlin October 14 TASS -- It is the American side that bears full 
responsibility for the fact that a historic chance for curbing the arms race and 
creating favourable pre-conditions for further disarmament was missed at the Reykjavik 
meeting between Mikhail Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan, Horst Schmitt, chairman of the 
Socialist Unity Party of West Berlin, writes in the Newspaper "“WAHRHEIT". 


Expressing the viewpoint of his party's board, Horst Schmitt urges all the residents of 
the city to campaign against the implementation of the SDI programme by the American 
side and to make their contribution to the struggle of the progressive forces in the 
world against the threat of nuclear war and for general and complete disarmament. 


The Reykjavik meeting was not a success, Horst Schmitt went on, because the American 
President adopted an irresponsible position on the problem of militarisation of space. 
The threat of war will further increase unless the USA discontinues development work on 
the SDI programme and the arms race and development of new types of mass-destruction 
weapons are stopped. 


The Soviet-American gummit meeting in Geneva, Horst Schmitt said, started the process 
of normalisation of relations bctween the two states. 


And we do not want this process to be stopped by the Reykjavik meeting. We still hope 
that common sense will prevail in Washington. The attempts by certain circles in the 
USA to start a new round of the arms race must be exposed in the eyes of the world 
public. 


Italy's Spadolini 
LD141726 Moscow TASS in English 1702 GMT 14 Oct 86 


[Text] Rome October 14 TASS -- Writing in the newspaper LA VOCE REPUBBLICANA, Giovanni 
Spacolini, political secretary of the Italian Republican Party and defense minister of 
Italy, noted that the results of the Reykjavik meeting which, as everyone hoped, were 
not complete and final, gave the Europeans food for thought. 


“East-West coexistence is the only alternative to the prospects of the complete 
annihilation of mankind. It is too important a matter to give up even in the face of 
objective difficulties that have made themselves felt in Reykjavik," he observed. 


"One point should be specially emphasized for us Europeans," Giovanni Spadolini wrote: 
"Since the division was not on the issue of the European missile arsenals -- the area 
where even a measure of success was achieved at the talks -- all this again brings 
problems of European security into the fore and makes the countries of the old world 
seek mors durable and efficient forms of solidarity and cooperation than those that 
existed in the past." 


10 
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India’s Gandhi 


LD160331 Moscow TASS in English 1033 GMT 15 Oct 86 


[Text] Jakarta October 15 TASS -- Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi of India voiced concern 
over the outcome of the talks in Reykjavik between Mikhail Gorbachev and Ronald Reagan. 


Speaking on Tuesday at a reception given in Jakarta in conclusion of his visit to 
Indonesia, Mr. Gandhi pointed out that the intention to transfer the nuclear arms race 
to outer space became an obstacle to a continuation of the consideration in earnest of 
matters pertaining to deep cuts in armaments and to an end to nuclear tests. 





The prime minister of India called for immediately introducing a universal moratorium 
on all nuclear tests as the first step on the way to very important talks on reducing 


and eliminating all nuclear arms. 
CPC Secretary Hu Qili 


PM200915 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 17 Oct 86 Second Edition p 3 
[Tass report under the general heading “Utilizing a Historic Opportunity"] 


[Text] Beijing -- Commenting on the results of the keykjavik meeting in an interview 
with the newspaper ASAHI, Su Qili, member of the CPC Central Committee Secretariat, 
said: "We advocate the continuation of the dialogue. It would be desirable for future 
talks to achieve a final result which would make a contribution to the cause of world 
peace without detriment to other states' interests." "Space exploration,” Hu Qili 
noted, “should promote world peace, and its use for military purposes intensifies the 
arms race. That is why we oppose the Strategic Defense Initiative." 


/9716 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


USSR: REYKJAVIK IMPLICATIONS FOR EUROPE VIEWED 
PM212807 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 12 Oct 86 Second Edition p 3 


[Captain Second Class V. Kuzar military-political review: "With Faith in the 
Force of Reason" ] 


[Text] The destiny of Europe.... Since time immemorial it has worried many 
people and continues to worry them today. World wars which have carried away 
millions of human lives have begun here on two occasions. And now the two 
biggest groupings of armed forces equipped with the most up-to-date weapons-- 
both nuclear and conventional--confront each other in Europe. This circunm- 
stance is generating greater and greater alarm about the future of the contin- 
ent. 


The first shoots of a new political thinking are beginning to show clearly of 
late in the social life of Europe. More and more Eur: peans are reluctant to 
see their continent as a “theater of military actions.” They believe that the 
Old World must become an example of cohabitation for sovereign, equal, yet 
peace-loving states which have realized their interdependence and which are 
building their relations on the basis of trust. 


The formation of precisely those views is being promoted above all by the peace- 
loving foreign policy of the Soviet Union and of the other countries of the 
socialist community. The USSR's specific proposals for the elimination of 
nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction in Europe and throughout the world 
and the fraternal countries’ program for a substantial reduction of the conven- 
tional arms and armed forces of the Warsaw Pact and NATO are acknowledged and 
supported by many people. The European peoples perceive these initiatives as 
socialism's adament determination to uphold the cause of peace on the continent 
und throughout the planet. 


Real prospects for a turnaround toward the strengthening of security and coop- 
eration in Europe have been revealed in connection with the successful comple- 
tion of the first stage of the Stockholm conference. Krasnaya Zvezda has al- 
ready written about the accords reached at the conference. These include the 
decision on the nonuse of force in all its forms, including armed force, and 
the decision mandatorily to give 42 day's notice of all exercises by ground 
forces and of actions by air and naval forces associated with these when 13,000 
or more men and 300 tanks are involved; the accord on the control and monttor- 
ing of military activity, and so forth. 
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There is no need to stress that the 
and political measures drawn up at the 


mrterence 


mentation of the package of military 


is 


leading to the diminution 
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U.S. Secretary of Defense Weinberger ticked off the British Labor Party like a 
naughty schoolboy for its antinuclear policy. He even threatened to take the 
most resolute measures to neutralize such sentiments. It should be noted that 
the British Government did not condemn such flagrant interference in the coun- 
try’s internal affairs by the Pentagon chief. Moreover, talking about the stance 
of London officialdom, the SUNDAY TELEGRAPH reported that British Defense Secre- 
tary Younger and his American colleague held secret talks in order to “devise a 
joint plan of act’on aimed at reducing the chances of a Labor victory in the 

next general ele:tion.” 


This example shows cogently that people across the ocean are reluctant to take 
into account the interests of the Europeans and that for the sake of these im 
perial ambitions they are ready over there to flout the Europeans’ security. 

It has to be stated, unfortuantely, that certain West European governments con- 
stantly give in to pressure from across the ocean and thereby essume no small 
share of responsibility for the intensification of the arms race and for the 
exacerbation of confrontation. 


An extremely instructive document recently became public knowledge from which 

it can be seen that the North Atlantic bloc is preparing actively for nuclear 
war. As REUTERS reported from Brussels, a 40-page “guide on the use of nuclear 
weapons” has been drawn up in NATO headquarters. It examines questions of the 
planning and coordination of actions by the allies in the event of a nuclear 
conflict and it contains the criteria for the use of nuclear weapons by the 

NATO countries--from artillery shells to missiles--against targets in Warsaw 
Pact countries. It should be emphasized that the document reflects the “stra- 
tegy of deterrence and flexible response”™ which, as it known, envisages the first 


use of nuclear weapons by the West. 


Special interest is generated by the fact that the elaboration of the new NATO 
nuclear doctrine began 8 years ago. The first utterances in favor of stationing 
U.S. Pershing-2 and cruise missiles in Western Europe also date from that time, 
Such a coincidence cannot be fortuitous. It was precisely then that Atlanti- 
cists began a new stage of material preparation for the unleashing and waging 

of an aggressive nuclear war, and did this secretly, without the knowledge of 
their peoples. And this provides, primarily, for bringing first-strike nuclear 
missile weapons close to the borders of the socialist countries. 


The aforesaid document will be examined at the next session of the NATO Nuclear 
Planning Group. Its work at the level of the bloc's defense ministers wil! 
take place 21-22 October in the Scttish city of Gleneagles. The supposition 
is being voiced in the Western mass media that the session will also discuss 

a proposal about the creation of a European ABM system based on the technology 
of the U.S. “ster wars” program. 


This system, which has been dubbed “the European Defense Initiative” (EDI), is 
being persistently pushed through by General Rogers, supreme allied commander, 
NATO forces, Europe. "I want to have... a defensive shield adapted to regional 
conditions,” the general declared. In practice this means that the NATO head- 
quarters is planning to create a territorial ABM system including laser, bean, 
and other weapons. Its aim is the same as that of the U.S. “star wars" program-- 
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to guarantee the impunity of a first strike. After all it is precisely toward 
this that the bloc’s armed forces are oriented by the present NATO strategic 
concept knows as the “Rogers Plan." 


The FRG is exerting considerable pressure on its NATO allies for the purpose of 
creating an EDI. And this is no accident. As before, the militarist circles 
of that country are gambling on the intensification of military preparations 
and of the aggressiveness of the FRG Armed Forces which play a key role in 
NATO. Their mood was expressed by Admiral (Vellerskhof) who has just been 
appointed inspector ger.eral (commander) of the Bundeswehr. He not only demanded 
that the “equipping of the armed forces be improved" and that spending on arms 
be sharply increased, but also stated, literally, the following: “The general 
and complete elimination of nuclear weapons is impossible to imagine. As long 
as I serve, nuclear weapons will be renounced." The admiral here forcefully 
adovcated a strategy of “nuclear deterrence [ustrasheniye]," and opposed the 
elimination of medium-range missiles. 


So far the North Atlantic bloc has not responded to the proposal by the Warsaw 
Pact states concerning the reduction of the level of military confrontation in 
Europe. The NATO leadership conceals its patent reluctance to embark on such 

a step by means of various references to the need for a detailed examination of 
this initiative. Meanwhile, steps are being taken to build up military prepara- 
tions. Thus, a meeting took place in Rome of the leaders of the national ara- 
ments departments of the European NATO member countries. According to the 
bulletin [NUVEL RIPORT] great attention was paid at the meeting to the question 
of the joint creation of a new military aircraft. There was also discussion of 
the creation of new ground-to-air and air-to-air missiles, artillery pieces, 
ammunition and the broad use of technological innovations in the production of 
arms. 


As we can see, among the Atlanticists as before, the dogmas of thinking in terms 
of confrontation are tenacious. Hopes continue to be nurtured in NATO staffs 

of acquiring military superiority with the aid of technical refinements, super- 
modern types of weapons, and above all space weapons, in order to dictate their 
own terms of world development from a position of strength. All this fetters 
the political will of certain governments and makes them waste enormous sums on 
the arms race and the expansion of military preparations which leads to the 
preservation of tension in Europe and throughout the planet as a whole. 


Today history poses with special force the question: What should the continent 
be like? Millions of Europeans see it without nuclear weapons and without wars. 
And objective preconditions exist for this. They repose in the Soviet program 
of constructive measures aimed at ending the arms race and creating an all-em- 
bracing system of international security. The Reykajavik meeting can and must 
make its contribution to the realization of program. The peoples of Europe and 
all peace-loving mankind believe in the force of reason and consider that the 
time has come for resolute and responsible actions. 
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U.S.-USSR NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS TALKS 


USSR GENERAL'S REACTION AGAINST U.S. REYKJAVIK STANCE 


PM171401 Moscow KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA in Russian 17 Oct 86 p 3 


[Article by Colonel General N.F. Chervov, chief of directorate at the USSR Armed Forces 
General Staff, under the rubric “Authoritative Opinion": “Seeking a Way Out of the 
Deadlock. Coi Gen Nikolay Federovich Chervov, Chief of Directorate at the USSR Armed 
Forces General Staff, Reflects on Key Problems in Curbing the Arms Race"] 


[Text] Of course, the disarmament problem is complex, but not so complex as to make it 
impossible to sort out. The main idea which, in my opinion, all politicians and all 
realistically minded people must grasp is that today the arms race no longer makes any 
sense. In our age the economic. military, and technical potential of the Soviet Union 
and the United States is such that the attainment of military superiority by one over 
the other is simply impossible -- neither side would allow this. Hence it is pointless 
-- and even criminal! — to seek a solution to the problem of security by improving the 
“shield” and the “sword.” Today the question is as _ follows: Either peaceful 
coexistence, or nonexistence, apocalypse. The present nuclear balance is in any case 
intolerably high, and a continuation of the arms race and especially its extension into 
space could take it to a point where parity ceases to be a factor in military-political 
deterrence. Consequently, it is necessary to halt and reduce the level of military 
confrontation before it is too late. 


The Soviet Union proceeds from the premise that a new approach to the problem of 
security is needed in the contemporary nuclear and space age. It advocates chat the 
sides’ military potentials be reduced to the level of sufficiency necessary for defense 
purposes and that nuclear and other types of mass anni,\ilation weapons be excluded from 
the strategic balance. [paragraph continues) 


We back our statements with specific deeds. The USSR unilaterally halted the 
deployment of medium-range missiles in Europe, downgraded a proportion of its $S-20 
missiles from standby alert status, and on four occasions extended the moratorium on 
nuclear weapon tests which will have remained in force for 18 months -- through l 
January 1987. Moving halfway toward the United States end the NATO countries, we put 
forward compromise proposals at the talks in Geneva, Vienna, and Stockholm. The Soviet 
Union proposed a program for the complete liquidation of nuclear weapons by the end of 
this century and put forward specific proposals aimed at the liquidation of chemical 
weapons and their production base. The Warsaw Pact countries are offering the European 
NATO states a reduction in armed forces and conventioral armaments in Europe (from the 
Atlantic to the Urals) of 25 percent, or more than | million men. 
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The purpose of hese major and fundamental foreign policy actions by the Soviet Union 


is to tmprove the international situation, ¢ interrupt the trend toward a Duiidup of 
nilitary danger, and t halt the irt race. The Soviet moratorium is the est 

nftirmation that we have no ther intention than to end the policy of nuciear 
‘ontrontation. The imposition of a ban i muciear tests is the most reaiisti way to 
attain termination of the arms race, because new types of weapons cannct be either 
improved or created (|sozdavat withou tests. Were we, together with the United 


States, to agree on a termination of nuclear explosions, this would make it possible to 
set in motion the entire process f nuciear disarmament. reat importance would also 
be attached to the political aspect of the matter, because halting nuclear tests would 
mean introducing into Soviet-U.S. relations the elements of confidence which are 


missing to such an extent. 


But the Soviet course of terminating the arms race enccmters no support from the U.5. 
Administration. The United States is unwilling to terminate nuclear explosions and 
ntinues tests for the purpose of realing sozdaniye| new nuclear weapons. At the 


Ti 


same time, it is trying to ‘amouf lage its militarist Stance beneath various 
fabrications. Farlier, the U.S. Administration took refuge behind the verification 
ikontrol|] problem which it had invented: it was claimed that the Russians would not 
uzree on verification [kontrol], so there was nothing to talk about with them. After 
the USSR declared that it agreed to any type of verification [kontrol], inc Luding 
iternational and on-site inspections, it became lear that Washington's ruling circles 
were simply being clever. Now they are torced to admit openiy that the moratorium does 
ot suit them and they will continue nuclear explosions. The United States has already 
irried mut more nuclear explosions than ail the jother nuciear powers together. 
irthermore, if we compare the USSR and the nited States, regardless of what period we 
take >, LO, or 15 years - superiority mn the number of nuclear tests is learly on 
the U.S. side. it has carried ut more expis ons than the USSR in every individual! 
environment in the atmosphere, undergrt nad, and under water. Therefore, those who 
id forth about some kind of U.S. “lag” in nuclear tests in fact want to retain for 
the United States reserves for the creation (|sozdaniye;| of new mass destruction weapons 
ind so continue the arms race. A desire to upset the prevaiiing equilibrium of forces 
to its advantage is the mily explanation of the -S. Administration's stubborn 
mwillingness to renounce nuclear explosions, which are conducted for the purpose of 


|sozdaniye | new types of weapons: “MX strategic missiles (whict ire, 
tatus), new Trident-2 missiles, and 


realing 
incidentally, partiaily already on standby aler 
nuclear charyes tor Midgetman Missiies and also tor strike space means being developed 


razrabatyvayemyy/; within the “Strateg efense Initiative” (|SDI| framework. 
Real obstacles to the arms race could have been erected at the talks on nuclear and 
space weapons, but the »S. Administra: leadiocked these taiks through its blocking 


actics. paragraph mt inues | 


[t is pursuing a line of trying to force the USSR to accept unilateral conditions, a 
line of striving for military superiority over the USSR. Thus, the White House is very 
partial to reminding people that the Soviet Union enjoys superiority in ground-launched 


ICBM's which, apparently, "fly very tast": Such a missile takes only 30 minutes to 
reach the United States from USSR territory, or vice versa. Nothing is said, however, 
about the fact that the Americans have twice as many warheads on identical but 
sea-launched missiles which, incidentally, fly even faster and can reach the USSR‘. 
territory only 15-20 minutes after launching. Nor do they like to recall that the 


United States has a severalfold advantage in terms of heavy bombers armed with ruise 
missiles. So the result is that America feels frightened when looking at our missiles, 


“torgetting™ what it has itself. 
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confrontation must be sought. There is no alternative, because the alternative is a 
race into a nuclear catastrophe. 


Despite the absence of overall positive decisions in Reykjavik, people in the Soviet 
Union hope that the U.S. side will carefully analyze the results of that meeting and 
our proposals. We expect that common sense and a new approach to the problem of war 
and peace will gain the upper hand in Washington. 
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([K. Georgiyev article under the rubric “Echo of Reykjavik": "Back to the Question of 
Facts" ] 


[Text] The more people, including Americans, find out the truth about Reykjavik, the 
more indignation they feel about the fact that the accords which were practically 
achieved there on radical reductions followed by the elimination of nuclear arms -- 
both strategic and medium-range -— were left hanging in the air because of the 
notorious SDI, President Reagan's favorite child, which he has elevated to the rank of 
a “sacred cow" which nobody dares touch. 


Seeking to save the President from criticism about the unique opportunity which he lost 
to achieve a change for the better in world history, the White House has launched a 
broad propaganda campaign. This is taking place in various spheres. There are 
attempts to prove what cannot be proved -- that ali the work under the SDI program, 
including the conducting of tests of ABM space systems outside the laboratory, and even 
in space, is not contrary to the ABM Treaty. And there are the continuing attempts to 
misrepresent the course and content of the Reykjavik talks. 


In recent days the following thesis has been particularly prominent among. such 
attempts: Everything went well in Reykjavik, it is said, until, near the end of the 
meeting, after accords surpassing all expectations had been agreed on in relation to 
strategic arms and medium-range missiles, the Soviet side suddenly made its adoption 
conditional on the demand for restrictions on work under SDI, which supposedly brought 
the whole matter to a standstill. 


Thus White House Chief of Staff Regan repeats day after day that the “package thesis 
was put forward at the last moment." "No, we did not suppose that everything would 
ultimately be linked to SDI," he claims. "No, no, no. We never suspected it, 
categorically not.” 


Regan is energetically echoed by the notorious Perle -- U.S. assistance defense 
secretary and one of the fiercest opponents in general of any U.S.-USSR agreements in 
the disarmament sphere. Repeating after Regan that the Soviet side put forward an 
“unexpected demand” on the limitation of work under the SDI program "at the last 
minute,” Perle goes even further: Measuring others by his own standards, he starts 
talking about how this might have been done because the Soviet side had decided to go 
back on its word on the question of eliminating long-range ballistic missiles. 


ee 








Let us leave such "pearls" of logic to Perle's conscience, and see whether there is an 
iota of truth in the basic claims of Regan, Perle, and certain other administration 
spokesmen to the effect that the USSR's position on questions concerning SDI in the 
context of the ABM Treaty was set forth at the very end of the Reykjavik meeting and 
that only then did it put forward the idea of "package" -- that is, the idea that the 
resolution of the questions of strategic arms, medium-range missiles, the strengthening 
and strict observance of the ABM Treaty, and also the banning of nuclear tests are 
interlinked. 


The facts indicate something completely different. As M.S. Gorbachev told the world at 
the press conference held in Reykjavik literally an hour after the end of the meeting, 
the whole complex of new far-reaching Soviet proposaJs on the questions listed was 
presented to President Reagan and Secretary of State Shulyz in the course of the first 
talks on 11 October. 


And it was said outright that these proposais are presented as a "package." And who 
knows or understands better than the Americans what is meant by a “package” in relation 
to particular proposals. They are very fond of including in a "package" proposals 
which may not even have anything to do with each other, and that certainly cannot be 
said of the Soviet “package™ presented to President Reagan in Reykjavik. 


The organic interconnection between the proposals it contains was revealed with the 
utmost clarity and persuasive force by M.S. Gorbachev at the Reykjavik press conference 
and in his speech on Soviet television. 


But in this case it is a question of the basic fact: When did the American side learn 
that the Soviet proposals were a "package" -- at the beginning, or at the very end of 
the Reykjavik meeting, as the White House spokesmen are now trying to assure the world? 


In their zeal of misrepresent the real course of events in Reykjavik, Regan and Perle 
have forgotten or are pretending to have forgotten (obviously hoping that other people 
have short memories, too) what was said on this matter the day after the meeting by 
their own colleague -- the President's national security adviser Poindexter. 


At a White House press briefing on 13 October, answering questions from journalists, 
Poindexter said: “In my view, we always knew that they link progress in the sphere ot 
strategic arms reduction to an accord on the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems 
and to the adoption of their stance on questions of strategic defense." And: "I do 
not want to mislead you. From the very beginning -- as I have said, even before we 
arrived in Iceland -- the link (of the SDI question) with the strategic arms reduction 
process was absolutely clear. When we arrived in Iceland, in the course of discussions 
it became clear that they are linking progress in the sphere of strategic arms 
reduction, and not only strategic arms, but also an accord on intermediate (medium) 
range nuclear forces and on nuclear tests, to our agreement to their position on the 
freaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems." 


The specific question by one journalist: "Did they immediately link the question of 
intermediate-range nuclear forces to SDI?" received from Poindexter a clear and 
unambiguous "Yes." 


Those are the facts. And whatever efforts some people in Washington make now, 
repeating the word "no" five times in succession, the facts will still be facts and an 
untruth will not become the truth. Only the reputation of these people will suffer. 
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LD211933 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1730 GMT 21 Oct 86 


[Viktor Levin commentary] 


[Text] [Announcer] A 2-day session of NATO's nuclear Planning Group opened today in 
the Scottish town of Gleneagles. The PRESS ASSOCIATION has reported that the NATO 
generals are resolved to express their indignation to Washington in connection with the 
fact that there was allegedly no consultation with them before the Soviet-U.S. meeting 
in Reykjavik. Here is a commentary by Viktor Levin. 


| Levin] If the PRESS ASSOCIATION report is to be believed, the NATO generals are 
particularly displeased by the coming together of the positions of the United States 
and the USSR on the question of medium-range nuclear missiles. Of course, as you 
remember, in Reykjavik accord was reached in principle on the complete elimination of 
Soviet and U.S. missiles of this class in Europe. Furthermore, the Soviet Union agreed 
not to count Britain's and France's nuclear missiles, to freeze missiles with a range 
under 1,000 km, and to immediately enter into talks on their future fate. In this 
connection, the problem of medium-range missiles in Asia was broached. And now the 
NATO generals are heaping reproaches upon Washington for allegedly leaving out missiles 
with a range under 1,000 km, having agreed to the elimination of medium-range missiles 
in Europe. This rebuke is absolutely groundless, as is clear from what was agreed in 
Reykjavik. But the generals, nevertheless, have not only voiced it but they have also 
attempted to bring it to public notice. 


What is the issue here? The fact that NATO's uncommonly militant generals, among whom 
the tone is set by the men of the Pentagon, plainly do not want any agreement on a 
reduction of armaments is hardly news. Nor can one say that their position is unknown 
to official Washington, or ignored by it. After all, in Reykjavik it was necessary to 
remind the U.S. President that the zero option was his own brainchild. But now it 
seems that he would like to renounce it, for the U.S. side adamantly pressed for the 
maintenance in Europe of at least some of its missiles. So the generals have no reason 
to reproach the President, especially, I repeat, since the Soviet Union's constructive 
and flexible stance removed all the questions that NATO deems important. 


In light of the facts, talk of dissatisfaction among the generals appears as part of a 


campaign to discredit the accord that the sides came very close to in the Icclandic 
capital. This campaign is being waged not only by NATO generals but also by certain 
politicians in the United States. Clearly they are totally incapable of grasping the 
fact that Reykjavik created a historic chance to strengthen peace, and to let this 


chance slip would be to place mankind on the bring of nuclear disaster. 
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UK'S CARRINGTON MEETS ITALIANS, HOLDS NEWS CONFERENCE 
Discusses U.S., European Stands 


AU251921 Kome ANSA in English 0924 GMT 25 Oct 86 


[Excerpts] Rome, October 25 — 


subject of arms reduction. 


Ai a press conference held here Friday night after two days of 
talks with top Italian leaders, Carrington said that both the 
United States and Europe agree on the need to flank any eventual 
understanding with the Soviet Union on eliminating medium- 
range Euromissiles, with accords regarding short-range missiles 
and the reduction of conventional forces in Europe. 


Americans and Europeans fully understand that a cutback in 
nuclear arms would leave the Soviet Union with an enormous 
advantage in the realm of conventional! forces, he said 


He also spoke of the need to build a greater European awareness 
with regards to the problem of defense. [passage omitted] 


In his second day of talks with Italian leaders, Carrington Friday 
met with head of state Francesco Cossiga, Premier Bettino Craxi, 
Forcign Minister Guilio Andreotti and Defense Minister 


Giovanni Spadolini. 


Urges Coordinated Defense 
AU242009 Paris AFP in English 1953 GMT 24 Oct 86 


[Text] Rome, Oct 24 (AFP) — Western allies covld face chronic 
inflexibility in war, lining up on the battlefield with the same 
limited ranges of weapons using incompatible ammunition, 
according to military overlord Lord Carrington 


Secretary-general of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
(NATO), Lord Carrington cxpressed his fears at a press con- 
ference Friday after talking here to experts from the Italian 
International Conciliation Study Centre (CISC]) 


He denounced “duplication and the lack of interoperability” as 
a “scandal”. He said: “Five or six countries arc leading 
research individually on weapon systems that will have the same 


use 


NATO secretary general, Lord 
Peter Carrington, has insisted here that there is no contradiction 
in the positions assumed by the United States and Europe on the 
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“We quite simply cannot afford io perpetuate a system which, to 
quote only one cxampic, has resulted in three main battle tanks 

— four if you include the Americans --- being lined up to fight 
the same battle in the same place on the same day and not even 
being able to use the same ammunition.” 


lic added: “We need a joint political decision to avoid further 
such scandals..and we need firm political agreement on the 
concrete steps that will be necessary. if we had that, we would 
be well on the way to a European defence identity.” 


He called for the creation of research and development bodies 
that would cach concentrate on a particular defence need and 
work out methods of co-operation, guarding against duplication. 


Since his arriva) Thursday Lord Carrington has met Italian 
President Francesco Cossiga, Prime Minister Bettino Craxi, 
Foreign Minister Giulio Andreotti and Defence Minister 
Giovanni Spadolini 


Issues Communique With Craxi 
AU251807 Rome ANSA in English 0812 GMT 25 Oct 86 


[Text] (ANSA) Rome, October 24 The NATO secretary 
general, Lord Peter Carrington, conferred in Rome Friday with 
Premier Bettino Craxi on major international issucs of interest 
to the treaty organization and on the prospects for U.S.-Soviet 
disarmament negotiations in the aftermath of the Reykjavik 
summit, a communique issued by the Premicr's Office reported. 


Also discussed, the note said, were “the conclusions reached 
during the autumn session of thc NATO Nuclear Planning 
Group [NPG] held Monday and Tucsday in Glencagles, Scot- 
land”. With reference to developments following the Iceland 
mecting between Sovict leader Mikhail Gorbachev and US. 
President Ronald Reagan, on October 1! and 12, “Craxi reiter- 
ated his opinion on the neod for pursuing dialogue with a prag- 
matic and constructive spirit for enhancing the factors and 
prospects pointing to negotiations which emerged in Reykjavik, 
with respect for the security requirements of the two sides”, the 
commumguc said 


Bricfing the premier on the outcome of the NATO NPG session, 
which chiefly dealt with post-Reykjavik developments, Lord 
Carrington said that the group voiced substantial support for the 
line advanced by the American side. He also spoke of the 
affirmative assessment on “the hypothesis of an understanding 
which can apparently be defined in the area of intermediate 
nuclear weapons”, the note said 


NATO is hoping that a settlement can be reached in this area to 
coincide with negotiations leading to the progressive elimination 
of tactical nuclear weapons, the secretary general told Craxi. 


He and the Italian head of government agreed on the need “to 
maintain close consultations among the allies and to look fo 
increased political solidarity so as to encourage developments 
leading to negotiations, with respect for the mutual interests of 
security” according to the communique 
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In their discussion of the issues of security and the balance of 
forces in Europe, “the premier and the secretary gencral cxam- 
ined the trend of the work carried out by the high level group 
created during the NATO meeting in Halifax in May, given the 
job of studying issues connected to conventional disarmament 
and singling out possible responses to proposals contained in the 
appeal formulated by the Warsaw Pact nations meeting in Buda- 
pest in June”, the note said. 


The NATO study group will complete an interim report by the 
end of this month, in time for the opening of the Conference on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe in Vienna on November 4, 
and will have a final report drafted for the Atlantic Council 
session in December, the communique added. In this connection, 
Lord Carrington and Craxi underscored the growing role of the 
conventiona! forces issue in globa! negotiations on disarmament, 
“especially now that plans for an agreement are taking shape 
which provide for the substar 2ial reduction in nuclear weapons 
in Europe”, the note concluded. 
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FRANCE'S LE FIGARO ON WITHDRAWAL OF EUROMISSILES 


PM231500 Paris LE FIGARO in French 21 Oct 86 p 4 


[Francois Puaux article: 


[Text] Comforting is the word which, paradoxically, springs to 
mind when reading the passage in the speech delivered by 
Foreign Minister Jean-Bernard Raimond to the Nationa! Assem- 
bly on 1 § October on the “frightening prospect of the withdrawal! 
of all American nuclear weapons from Europe.” At last we have 
a European minister who dare to say out loud what most of them 


I was in Bonn when the Reykjavik meeting was announced and 
I was able to assess the fear among those of our German friends 
who are informed about security problems of a new separation 
between US. and European defense. Moreover, at the time they 


them on Western Europe. It must be remembered that, in any 
case, the latter is a target for the Soviets’ heavy nuclear hardware 
which is certainly intercontinenta! but could well be continental 
should the need arise. 


The Price of the "Zero Option’ 


But what is worse is that once the SS-20 missiles had gone there 
all the so-called “short-range” missiles (with a 

of leas than 1,000 km) — the SS-1, SS-22, and SS-23 
the past 3 years in the GDR and 
Czechoslovakia on highly mobile launching trucks. The term 
~range” makes you wonder when you know that the SS-20 
for instance, can reach the whole of Western Europe 
from Denmark to the southern tip of the Lowre with an accuracy 
of some 12 meters. These missiles, which are constantly being 
improved, are not covered by the draft agreement on the 
Euromissiles and their existence clearly upsets the calculations 
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“Europe's Worrying Silence"} 


of the American delegation at the Geneva negotiations. 


The press has reported an open discussion within the FRG 
mayority on the appropnateness of asking Washington to include 
these highly sophisticated missiles in the agreement on theater 
weapons. Chancellor Kohl and Mr Genscher did not dare to 
demand this link three months before elections for fear of being 
accused of preventing a “breakthrough” in the only sphere in 
which an arms control agreement seemed possible. Was it not the 
FRG, in the shape of Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, which “whi- 
pered” the unfortunate “zero option” solution in Ronald Rea- 
gan's car in 19817 So, in Reykjavik the two sides agreed to freeze 
so-called “short-range” missiles at their existing levels and only 
to consider reducing them after the conclusion of an agreement 
on intermediate-range missiles. This freeze relates to 72 Amer- 
can missiles (the old Pershing-| missiles) and, on the Soviet side, 
between 595 and 740 missiles, according to different estimates’ 


It will be argued that this leaves the French and British missiles 
But there is likely to be very strong pressure in this aphere too 
one day. According to The Washington Post, in the letter he sent 
Mikhail Gorbachev on 25 July, Ronald Reagen wanted to pro- 
pose that the United States, the USSR, Britain, and France 
should participate in joint multilatera! discussions on a reduction 
of over 50 percent in offensive nuclear weapons. The president 
apparently only abandoned the idea after strong protests from 
Margaret Thatcher. 


The plans drawn up in Iceland only failed because it was in 
Gorbachev's interests to demand a “package deal” and isolate 
Reagan in his attachment to Star Wars which it us still Moscow's 
priority to halt or slow down. But, after the U.S. clections in 
November, the Euromiasiles question wil] probably resurface If 
there is a problem on which France, Germany, Britain, Italy, and 
all the Europeans — there are others (even Norway it seems) 
who feel threatened, ought to speak with one voice in public, as 
Jean-Bernard Raimond has done — and not in the discreet 
framework of the Atlantic Council — it is this one 


But does Europe have a voice? 
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FEARS IN EUROPE 


PM231340 Paris LE MONDE in French 22 Oct 86 pp 1, 6 


[Andre Fontaine article: 


[Text] No one in the Elysee, the Hotel Matignon, the Forcign 
Ministry, or the Defense Ministry shed real or even crocodile 
tears over the announcement of the Reykjavik summit failure 
One of the elements of the agreement which Reagan and 
Gorbachev seemed near to concluding at one point was in fact 
the famous “zero option,” in other words the simultancous 
dismantling of the Soviet (SS-20) and American (Pershing and 
cruise) Euromissiles. Although France expressed approva! of this 
attractive idea, as did all the NATO membcr countries, the fact 
is that it now frightens French leaders 


What do they fear? They fear the fact that such an option might 
undermine Europe's protection, in view of the Warsaw Pact's 
overwhelming superiority in conventional and chemuucal weapons 
They fear that the United States, whose nuclear involvement is 
virtually automatic in the case of a limited attack on Europe 
while it has its own missiles in Europe, might be more reluctant 
to fire once they have been withdrawn from Europe. Finally, and 
more especially, they fear that the French and British deterrents 
might be called into question in the near future 


The Soviet Government has often said that, if there is agreement 
with Washington on the Euromissiles, it would raise the question 
of the two European nuclear arsenals. It s perfectly willing for 
these deterrents to be maintained in their present state but is 
opposed to their development, which Paris and London say 1s vita! 
to their credibility 


The Reykjavik failure provides time for thinking about ways of 
finding an answer to the question raised in this way. It does not 
alter the need to find such an answer. Until there is evidence to 
the contrary, this failure must be seon as a tomporary setback 
You just have to see how anxious both sides were to play down 
the gravity of this failure to realize this. Although the progress 
made on other points was, according to Cicorge Shultz, “quite 
simply colossal,” the main obstacle was the all too famous 
Strategic Defense Initiative, better known as “Star Wars.” 


Ronald Reagan, who is old, coming to the end of his term, and 
who naturally wants to provide his country with permanent 
protection against war, is known to be convinced that technolog)- 


“Europe and fFast-West Relations" |] 


cal progress would enable him to do so. All you have to dos 
launch masses of space stations and lasers to form a space shield 
which cannot be penetrated by enemy missiles. On this basis be 
had no hesitation in proposing in Reykjavik to destroy all nuclear 
missiles within 10 years. Why limit the agroement to nuclear 
weapons when many conventional weapons, not to mention 
chemical weapons, can kill as many people while providing much 
less of a deterrent? This is a mystery. 


There is no doubt that “Ron's” space dream has some viable 
aspects. It goes without saying that various industries in the 
United States and in Europe see in it opportunities for extremely 
welcome orders. The whole of history makes us disbelieve that 
such a shield would succeed in rendering the enemy sword 
ineffectual once and for all. 


What about the Soviets? As in the West, there are probably 
different analyses in the Soviet Union. The shrewdest people 
seem to be convinced that the SDI will prove to be a lot of fuss 
about nothing as soon as Reagan leaves the White House. But to 
divide the allied camp and secure the best conditions in any deal, 
they have every interest in supporting the argument that the only 
US aim us to achieve decisive strategic superiority and according 
to them the space shield in practice gives the United States a 
means of launching a surprise attack or forcing the Soviet 
coonomy, which is already in rather a bad state, into a ruinous 
technological race. 


But it is precisely because the arms race is already exhausting 
and the Soviet coonomy in a bad state that Gorbachev has tried 
since he came to power to revive detente with China as well as 
with the West. The resistance he seems to be encountering inside 
the system, as Khrushchev did in the past, must be very strong 
for this effort to be interrupted. 


At all events this is the last thing we Europeans want. In addition 
to the fact that a resumption of the cold war would certainly 
further aggravate the numerous conflicts which are now shed 
ding blood throughout the world and the effects of which we will 
continue to feel, particularly through terrorism, there is nothing 
to say that the West's cohesion will continue to withstand the 
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temptation of pacifism. In recent years the Euromissiles battle 
was only just won and for a time there was reason to think that 
the FRG might slide into nceutralism. It is now Britain which 
seems threatened and in the coming months the Iron Lady's 
growing unpopularity could very well bring to power e Labor 
Party which has now been won over by the illusion of unilateral 
nuclear disarmament. 


This risk should probably not be taken too seriously. Harold 
Wilson once campaigned for “unilateralism” but that did not 
prevent him from launching two nuclear submarines when he was 
in power. The shift by the French Socialists was no less spectac- 
ular. The fact remains that too many gestures have been made 
by both sides recently —- and especially the acceptance by the 
Soviets, for the first time, of on-the-spot monitoring of arms 
limitation or reduction measures — for public opinion to be able 
to readily accept a return to the worrying rationale of escalation. 


It is not enough to say that in the age of deterrence one nuclear 
power would not be able to attack another without being 
destroyed itself. We should learn from this obvious fact and thus 
find ways of halting what is the worst trend — the allocation of 
a huge share of the resources needed to halt decline in Europe 
and disaster in the Third World to preparations for a war which 
nobody wants and in which no one believes. The two superpowers 
which are confronting cach other in the name of antiquated 
ideologies will one day have to sit down together — with us — to 
find a way to ensure that next century is not quite as bad as this 
one. In other words they will have to try and see a little further 
than the end of their noses 
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OTHERS COMMENT ON REYKJAVIK 


AU141057 Rome ANSA in English 1028 GMT 14 Oct 86 


[Text}(ANSA) Rome, October 14 — General disappointment in 
Italy that U.S. President Ronald Reagan and Soviet leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev failed to reach an agreement to reduce 
medium-range nuciear missiles in Europe was not untempered 
by hopes that a sense of realism will win out in the end. 


The deployment of cruise missiles in this strategically located 
NATO country sparie? catensive debate on the nuclear deter- 
rent in the late 70's and carly ‘80's. Political hopes for the 
Reykjavik summit were generally geared to the superpowers 
arsenals of intermediate range nuclear weapons in Europe. 


Senate Speaker Amintore | anfani, a veteran of international 
affairs, said excessive disappointment over the results of the 
Iceland meeting paid no service to the cause of peace. 


A “realistic vision” of what can and cannot be accomplished, 
argued Fanfani, whose career includes terms as prime minister, 
foreign minister and U.N. General Awembly chairman, will do 
much more to further peace. 


According to Fanfani, both Reagan and Gorbachev knew before 
they went to the Icelandic capital that whatever they accom- 
plished would have to be digested by the decision-making powers 
and grass-roots of their respective spheres. 


With regard to the SDI star wers program, which was cited as 
the cause for the summit's failure to bring arms agreements, 
Fanfani urged that the “scientific and technological” aspects of 
the nuclear space shield be given more emphasis. 


According to Defense Minister Giovanni Spadolini, the “key 
point” for Europe was that the Euromissiles issue was not the 
cause of the breakdown in the talks. 


He suggested taking the results of the summit as a cause for 
reflection about the power relationship between the two super- 
powers 
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For the minister for EC affairs, Fabio Fabbri, the flop in Reyk- 
javik went to show “the limits, risks and dangers of « dialogue 
entrusted solely to the two poles in the international political 
scheme” 


Fabbri, a Socialist, said the weekend encounter brought out the 
need for “a united Europe which makes itself heard with « single 
voice and which is capable of determining its own destiny”. 


Several other Socialists sued calls Monday for Italy and Europe 
to take stands that would consent to progress in the detente 
process 


Communist Party veteran Giancarlo Payetta said the summit was 
cause for “worry” and urged Euope and the Rome goverament 
to be “fully objective” in assessing the platforms and arguments 
of both sides and “courageously” seeking to remove the obstacles 
to a disarmament agreement. 


A Gametrically opposite approach to the summit process was 
taken by Mirko Tremaglia, deputy sccretary of the neofascist 
MSI-DN [Italian Social Movement- Nationa! Right Wing] party, 
who claimed that the two superpowers “toyed with Europe's life” 
in Reykjavik. He insisted that Europe had to develop its own 
independent nuclear weapon stength 


Meawhile in Comiso, Sicily where the first cruise missiles were 
installed in Italy, the city's Socialist mayor, Rosario la Aerna, 
vowced disappointment over the failure of Reagan and Gorbachev 
to reach agreement in Iceland. 


“We were hoping to find out that the missiles will be taken away 
from Comiso” said La Perna, while insisting that the “dis 
appointment” should not remove hope for controlied disarma- 
ment between East and West 
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ITALY'S BARBIERI WEIGHS REYKJAVIK RESULTS 
PM171528 Turin LA STAMPA in Italian 14 Oct 86 p 1-2 
[Frane Barbieri article: “Indirect Routes] 


[Text] There were no winners or losers at Reykjavik. Nobody was more or 
less to blame for the failure. There ‘s not even any contradiction between 
the positive course of the negotiations, which reached the threshold of an 
accord, and the final divergence. Gorbachev pronounced Reagan not entirely 
free to make decisions. The American could say the same of the Soviet. Not 
so much because they are both prisoners of their repsective politicomilitary 
“structures.” Nor because they are motivated by opposing ideologies. What 
happened between Reagan and Gorbachev was simply a clash of two different 
views of the same desire to ensure peace--so different as to obscure peace 
itself. The American President intends to open up a new era of strategic 
security, to seek the “ultimate” weapon capable of rendering all weapons 
obsolete. It is a concept that in turn reflects the new technological era 
that the United States has already entered. This is the philosophy behind 
SDI, which has cuased Reagan to fall further behind than anyone forecast in 
all fields of existing weapons, confident of the guarantees promised by the 
new space defense system (irrespective of whether it is purely defensive or 
offensive as well). 


Gorbachev could not follow him along this path. He could not convert to 
Reagan's new philosophy, not because it is so distant from Leninism but 

simply because the USSR has by no means entered the new technological cra 

from which the American SDI's conceptual and material origins stem. Gorbachev 
went to Reykjavik to gain the strategic breathing space he needs to rebuild 
the wrecked Soviet economy. For his purposes it was important to achieve a 
cut in existing forces, created to the ¢.criment of balanced economic growth. 
But the crucial thing for Gorbachev was to avoid the need for new expenditure 
and efforts in a sector that was paralyzing Soviet development. 


From the American viewpoint, Reagan has valid arguments for maintaining that 
in the future spending on SDI will permit major strategic savings. Under the 
space shield all weapons could theoretically be abolished and destroyed. 

From Gorbachev's viewpoint, however, not only is the USSR unable to build a 
space shield of its own--even if it did ensure the abolition of the future 
arms race--but if it now found itself forced to create one it would have to 
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[ITALLAN SOCIALIST OFFICIAL VIEWS REYKJAVL) 


PMZ01064 Rome AVANTL! iti italian 14 


tfairs 
Understanding Remains” | 


(PS: roreizen 


leat) Many people have reminded us mm the pect few days that 

nuctcar deterrence has probably averted the threat of conven 
tonal conflects in Europe sence the war. Giorgio La Pira, mryor 
f Florence, used to say in the fifties that war is impossible ir > * 
atomme cra and that East and West must therefore make pesce 
War has orowod unpossiblc, at least so far, but peace, or at icast 
rca! peace, has proved very difficult to achieve 


lhe peace that the major powers have hitherto ensured ms based 
m the accumulation of increasingly huge nuclear arsenals that 
ire therefore also potentially mncreasongl, dangerous, as recent 
nuck ncrdcnts have rommended the world 


I he further technological development advances, the more diff 
wit « becomes to monitor and cven cownt the nuclear forces 
deployed As far as intercontem sia! messules are concerned, cach 
dc « reckoned to have 50.000 nuclear warheads more than 
nough to destroy the world many tomes over Of course wc 
Zi s way. the world pubic realizes the, as o 
[ lt at home and abroad, and uf uw thw fact, whech 
bears upon the superpowers themselves, that brought them to the 
d mr © Kovkrvik 


[he results of the Reykjavik summit were entirely different from 
what was cxpocted, at least until the two statesmen s penultimate 
meetine Brefings are at present taking place within NATO, not 
to mention the leaders’ public statements, from which it wil! be 
russiblc to form analyses based on more detailed information on 
which rt wil! be necessary to deliberate very carefully mm order t 


adcogt a proper political stance 


W hat can be sard now is that during the days prior to the summut 
the sea seemed to emerge that the Iceland meeting would, :f 
oradece a partial agreement. There was talk of an 
mmterum agreement on | urommusiles — a proposal put forward by 
Crass mm April 1985 on hus conversations with Gorbachev, and onc 
which Sowet leaders im them statements appeared to consider 
noseiblc without the attarmment of an wnmediate agreement on 
SDI According to these forecasts negotiations would then ave 
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ni mmentary : Hope of 


continued, the grand finale berng reserved for the summit to be 
held on the United States at the cn j of the year, winch could have 
ratifed a comprehensive agreement 


Instead the opposite happened In Reykjavik wide-ranging and 
varied aspects of gcnuine and significant disarmament were pul 
mn the table, but deadlock was reached over the SDI [Strategx 
Defense Initiative] problem, as it became clear that the Soviets 
were demanding a relinguishment not only of its deployment (on 
which the Americans had offered a | 0 year moratorrum) but alx 
of rts realization 


So the political nub of the negotiations, SI)1, which may perhaps 
have helped induce the Soviets to return to the negotiating table 
in Geneva, was thus sharply bighhghted, even before the summit 
on the L nuted States, which now scems less uemmunent than before 
Now cach side will blame the other for the failure to seize a 
historsc opportunity for disarmament The Soviet Union accuses 
the United States of having subordinated such an accord to the 
desire to pursue its space defense imitative, while the United 
Scates will say that the position adopted by the Sovicts was too 
rigid and that 1 constituted a “take tt of leave i stance 


Now it 6 necessar, to examine the weuc of working on the tarcad 
f hope that still remains, partly mm the hght of certain observa 
trons Is it really possible that the Soviet sede wanted to secure a 
purely propagandist result against the United States, that i, to 
show the world that it s the American strategic defonse mrtiative 
provect that s preventing a substantive nucicar disarmament 
agreement’ Or is there any validity in the many recent analyses 
of the need to modernize the Soviet coonomy and society which 
supposedly forced Gorbachev to seck a negotiational method of 
diminishing the commitment to the arms race’ And as for the 
| nited States, can Reagan really relinquish prospects of conclud 
ng hes term with a peace acoord setting the scal on a presidency 
that has succeeded mn chicrting so much support from the Amer 
scan reapic ’ Or does he wntend in practice to leave such a prospect 

bes successor’ It « on these questions thal remamung hopes 
that the work nevertheless donc in Reykjavik will not be wasted 


— nned 








Of course, with negotiations that always have and stil! do involve 
more than two parties, Italy and Europe must manage to make 
their voice heard on issucs that concern us directly, this being a 
geographical area particularly affected by the theater nuclear 
missiles agrecmcnt the accord that could transform Europe 
from the area where the first crisis of detente occurred to the arca 
where the first beneficial effects of the resumption of a policy of 
dialogue and agreement could be felt 
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ITALIAN DAILY CITES BESSMERTNYKH-CRAXI TALKS 
PM200916 Rome AVANTI! in Italian 16 Oct 86 pp 1, 12 
[Unattributed report: "Gorbachev Envoy's Talks With Craxi"] 


[Text] Yesterday at the Chigi Palace Prime Minister Bettino Craxi received 
the CPSU general secretary's envoy, Deputy Foreign Minister Bessmertnykh, 
who briefed him on the Soviet assessments of the American-Soviet summit 
meeting a few days ago in Reykjavik. 


The Soviet envoy conveyed to Craxi Gorbachev's greetings and his keen hope 

to make his intended visit to Italy soon. Bessmertnykh then said that the 
CPSU general secretary's decision to send him to Rome to report on the 
Reykjavik talks showed the importance that the USSR attaches to its political 
dialogue with Italy and to a continuing process of consultations on the 
major issues of shared and most direct concern, especially peace and dis- 
armament. In this connection he recalled the exchange of messages between 
Craxi and Gorbachev and the appreciation with which Prime Minister Craxi's 
statement following the cabinet council meeting [AVANTIL! report] was received 
in Moscow. 


Next Bessmertnykh presented the stances adopted by Gorbachev in Reykjavik and 
the proposals put forward by the USSR in the various fields, with special 
reference to strategic systems, intermediate nuclear forces, and space 
weapons. 


Bessmertnykh presented the proposals put forward by Gorbachev in Iceland and 
pointed to the evolution of Moscow's stance and the offers made with a view 
to advancing the negotiations. This evolution, Gorbachev's envoy said, was 
evinced in the implicit acceptance of the concept of negotiations at varying 
speeds (a concept supported by Craxi himself in his May 1985 conversations 
with Gorbachev). 


But as far as Moscow is concerned an insurmountable obstacle to the attain- 
ment of varying degrees of progress in the various areas is constituted by 
the interdependence between the three negotiation baskets, and the Soviet 
envoy recalled in this connection “the American failure to accept Gorbachev's 
proposal to limit the Strategic Defense Initiative simply to the laboratory 
research phase." "Disappointment at the failure to reach an agreement in 
Reykjavik," Bessmertnykh concluded, "must not, however, cause us to close 


the doors to dialogue.” 








In Craxi’s opinion as well the failure to reach a comprehensive 
framework agreement between Reagan and Gorbachev must not 
diminish the commitment to negotiations. On the contrary, the 
very fact that such significant progress was made at Reykjavik 
on disarmament and the safeguarding of human rights means 
that there are still major possibilities of agreement to be 
exploited. The experience of Reykjavik demonstrates the validity 
of the path of dialogue. It is now necessary to work, without hasty 
expectations but without unfounded pessimism, to consolidate 
the points of understanding already reached and to rebuild the 
conditions for an accord guaranteeing peace and international 
security for future generations. The Italian Government, Craxi 
promised, will continue to make its contribution to ensuring that 
there ts soon another opportunity to meet to resume a con- 
structive dialogue, including in the space weapons sector: The 
attenuation of preconceptions about SDI in recent months is the 
clearest demonstration that even in this delicate sector there is 
scope for negotiation to be explored for the sake of an under- 
standing based on rationa! political control of technologies and 

compatible with the arms reduction and limitation that is the 
ultimate objective in Geneva. 


Before being received at the Chigi Palace Gorbachev's envoy had 
a meeting with Foreign Minister Andreotti. 
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ITALY RECEIVES U.S.* WEINBERGER ON OFFICIAL VISIT 


Meets With Craxi, Note Issued 


AU181613 Rome ANSA in English 0920 GMT 18 Oct 86 


|T ext}(ANSA) Rome, October 18 — Arms control negotiations 
and prospects in these areas in the aftermath of the Iceland 
summit last weekend between U.S. President Ronald Reagan 
and Sovict leader Mikhail Gorbachev were discussed here Friday 
by US. Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger and Premier 
Bcttino Craxi. The American defense secretary arrived here from 
Pakistan in the early afternoon to open two days of consultations 
with Italian authorities scheduled for his round-the-world tour 
which has included China and India. 


Craxi and Weinberger examined the course of the talks held in 
Reykjavik by the two leaders, the terms contained in the offers 
advanced by the two sides and a range of issues including 
international terrorism and developments in the Middle East, a 
note issued in the evening by the premier's office said. 


The Italian head of government reiterated that government's 
positive assessment of all efforts aimed at furthering the pros- 
pects for negotiations glimpsed at Reykjavik, the note said. 


hor his part, the defense secretary said that the US. is totally 
prepared to welcome all occasions for contact and dialogue with 


Meets Cossiga, 


ihe Soviets to consolidate and further the hypothesis of a 
lramework agreement outlined in the Icelandic capital. 


Weinberger, the note continued, also said that the American 
Administration intends to maintain close contact with the allies 
for a search for a solid negotiating stance. In this connection, he 
cited the decision of the White House to send the American chief 
nepotiator in Geneva, Max Kampleman, to Europe for further 
consultations aimed at continuing the negotiating momentum 
which cmerged at the summit. Also discussed by the defense 
secretary and the premier were developments in the Arab-Israeli 
crisis, the Lran-lraq war, security in the Mediterranean region 
snd the problem of international terrorism. On the bilateral 
front, the two sides examined cooperation in the area of leading- 
cdpe technologies, work in this sector in the research phase of the 
Keapan administration's Strategic Defense Initiative and the 
application of the results of this research to the civilian industrial 
sccior 


l-arlier in the day, Weinberger met the Italian defense minister, 
(jsovanni Spadolini, for a discussion of the post-Reykjavik phase, 
international terrorism, and the general issues of East-West 
relations and nuclear disarmament. 


Andreotti 


LD182016 Rome International Service in Italian 1830 GMT 18 Oct 86 


|tcxat) The prospects following the Reykjavik summit have been 
ihe main subject at the second day of talks in Rome for U.S 
defense Secretary Weinberger. The meeting with Cossiga lasted 
about | hour and the president took advantage of it to renew, 
through Weinberger, the invitation to Reagan to visit Italy. The 


US. Administration representative delivered a message from 
Reagan, which stresses the very good state of relations with Italy. 
During the meeting the two sides stressed the importance of the 
“double decision” made by NATO in 1979, that is to say the 
choice of the so-called zero option and the contemporary deploy- 
ment of Euromissiles, which, as iit was said, contributed to 
bringing the USSR to the negotiating table 
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In the subsequent meeting with Andreotti some aspects of the 
Reykjavik summit were discussed at length and the Italian 
defense minister [as heard] stressed the need to work to reach a 
clarification to overcome the existing obstacles to reach even 
partial agreements. Weinberger expressed his appreciation for 
Italy's role both within the Atlantic alliance and the international 
community, stressing the importance attached by the US 
administration to the consultation and cohesion of the alliance, 
in particular in the most difficult phase opened by the Reykjavik 
summit. 











Today, however, the papers reported on protests by NATO 
military chiefs who complained, among other things, of not 
having been sufficiently consulted before and after the summit 
in Iceland. 


At the press conference jointly held with his Italian counterpart 
Spadolini, Weinberger clearly said that there had been scheduled 
consultations with NATO. 


AVANTI! on Talks With Craxi 


PM210946 Rome AVANTI! in Italian 18 Oct 86 pp 1, 12 


[Unattributed report: 
Reagan” | 


[Excerpt] 


"Weiuberger Conveys Message to Craxi From President 


Yesterday at the Chigi Palace Prime Minister Craxi received U.S. 


Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger, who conveyed to him a message from 


President Reagan. 


During the meeting there was an exchange of assessments on 
disarmament issues with special reference to foreseeable “post- 
Reykjavik” developments. In this connectica an examination was 
made of the course of the discussions in the Icelandic capital and 
of the substance of the proposals put forward by both the Amer- 
ican and the Soviet sides. 


The prime minister reasserted the position of the Italian Govern- 
ment, which welcomes and encourages all efforts to consolidate 
the negotiating prospects that emerged in Reykjavik. For his 
part, the secretary of defense stressed America's absolute willing- 
ness to take every opportunity for contacts and dialogue with the 
Soviets to consolidate and extend the possibility of a framework 
agreement that emerged in Reykjavik. 


The prime minister said that the most significant indication 
emerging from Reykjavik is the potential for understanding that 
cxists when negotiations are undertaken with determination in a 
climate of trust and respect for mutual security requirements 
Special attention, Craxi added, must be paid to an in-depth 
examination of the relationship between offensive weapons and 
defensive systems, with a view to ensuring the interrelationship 
between the three baskets embodied in the American-Soviet 
communique of January 1985. 


In this connection the secretary of defense recalled President 
Reagan's latest proposals, which have taken account of the 
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anxieties expressed by the Soviet side regarding ABM and which 
are an indication of the American will to negotiate. He stressed, 
however, the need for a realistic and balanced approach. The 
prime minister and the secretary of defense agreed on the need 
to impart a new thrust to the negotiations on conventional 
weapons by accelerating the work of the special group cstablished 
by the Atlantic Council meeting in Halifax. 


Next Weinberger said that the U.S. Administration intends to 
maintain close coordination with its allies to seek a joint nego- 
tiating stance. In this connection he cited the White House 
decision to send Max Kampelman, the head of the American 
negotiators in Geneva, to Rome in the next few days to further 
extend the politica! dialogue with the Italian Government with a 
view to maintaining the negotiating impetus that emerged from 
Reykjavik. 


During the conversation an examination was also made of the 
Arab-Israeli crisis, the Gulf conflict, security in the Mediterra- 
nean, and the problems of international terrorism. There was also 
discussion of Italian-U.S. cooperation in the sector of the high 
technologies included in the SDI [Strategic Defense Initiative) 
research phase open to more immediate developments in the 
industrial field. 








Meets With Pope 


AU191715 Paris AFP in English 1708 GMI 


[Text] Florence, Italy, Oct 19 (AFP) —- Pope John Paul I! and 
US. Defence Secretary Caspar Weinberger met here for an 
unscheduled 10-minute talk Sunday, as both continued Italian 
visits tO promote their opposing Views on space weaponry 


The pope set aside time on the sccond day of a busy pastoral trip 
to Florence to meet Mr Weinberger, who is on a European tour 
to brief allied leaders on the Reykjavik summit and defend the 
U.S. insistence on pursuing the “star wars” programme 


Mr Weinberger was invited to lunch Sunday at the Florence 
country home of Italian Defence Minister Giovann: Spedolin, 
who arranged the meeting with the pope at Mr Weinberger’s 
request, officials said 


The U.S. official declined to comment on the nature of his talks 
with the pontiff, who had carler sharply criticased expenditure 
on space militarisation in a speech to 15,000 young Italians 
gathered at the city’s | th-century Santa Croce Chruch 


“One cannot remain indifferent in the face of the figures reveal- 
ing the waste” of the armaments race, the pope had said 


Reiterating a plea he made here Saturday that machines should 
serve mankind, he added) «48““Humanity today surely cannot be 
proud of the satellites orbiting the heavens while millions of 
people dic of hunger on carth.” 


“Nor can humanity feel at peace when the world's nuc.car 
arsenals can extinguish human life on the planet for ever.” 


Before leaving the church, the pope prayed for several minutes 
before the tomb of Galileo, the Renaissance scientist who was 
persecuted under the Inquisition for his advanced thinking. 
including his declaration that the sun rather than the carth was 
the centre of the universe 
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SPANISH PAPER VIEWS SUMMIT RESULTS IN POSITIVE LIGHT 


PM220835 Madrid ABC in Spanish 14 Oct 86 p 15 


(Editorial: "Fortunately a Failure"] 
|Text] 
of the “hawks, 
news. It 
before a fearsome negotiator. 


For several European and U.S. sectors, quite free from the mentality 
the lack of agreement in the Reykjavik talks could be good 
is a matter of defending the consistency of the Western stances 
The Soviet Union is a fearsome negotiator as 


long as it lacks the moral and political constraints which influence Westerners 


at the negotiating table. 


The Soviet Union follows to the letter Machiavelli's 
ethical proposition that "the end justifies the means." 


On the other hand, 


the Western allies must conduct their policy in open societies, in which it is 


not possible to repeatedly deceive public opinion. 
as in the case of the Soviet Union, you go to negotiate with the 


opinion, 


When there is no public 


other superpower on the basis of hypotheses based on secrecy and double 


accounting. 
of agreement proved impossible. 


This seems to have occurred in Reykjavik, where any beginning 
Gorbachev was hoping that Reagan would seek 


at all costs an electoral trump card (on the eve of next month's U.S. elec- 
tions); a trump card advantageous for an interlocutor who under no circun- 


stances has to face free elections. 


Gorbachev was hoping to force Reagan 


into an agreement by pressing him also with respect to the political account 
which he will have to render in 2 years’ time, at the end of his term (Soviet 


leaders do not have to render accounts to majorities, 
observe constitutional documents with preset terms of office). 
in declaring his intention "not to commit future U.S. presidents,’ 
firmness which various governments in 


emphatic 
and this is the line of clarity and 


Europe and in America are welcoming today. 


nor are they forced to 
Reagan was 


That is why the Eastern bloc 


terminals [terminales del Este] are talking in the Western newspapers about 


failure of the Reykjavik summit. 


There was no summit — both sides officially undertook to speak 
of a “preparatory meeting” — nor was there possibly a failure 
The Soviets maintained their admirable consistency, and this 
time the Westerners did so, too. And so the advocates of a 
consistent foreign policy uncorked several bottles of champagne 
last night in Paris, London, Washington, and Ottawa. It is not 
true, as people have attempted to put about, that the SDI 
\Strategic Defense Initiative] program — mistermed “star wars” 
is responsible for the lack of agreement. There were two other 
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decisive factors: On the one hand, US. receptiveness to European 
pressures, when at the last moment Mitterrand, Thatcher, and 
Kohl put to Reagan their rejection of a premature reduction of 
Euromissiles. On the other hand, there was the US. refusal to 
talk solely about disarmament without also including the issue of 
human rights and Soviet encouragement of local wars 
Gorbachev leads a nation which is experiencing critical economic 
difficulties. Russia's impoverishment and its technological beck - 
wardness wil] soon make him return to the negotiating table 
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"RESOUNDING FAILURE" 


PM221047 Lisbon DIARIO DE NOTICIAS in Portuguese 14 Oct 86 p 6 


[Editorial: “The Final Disagreement") 


[Text] The 2 days of talks between Reagan and Gorbachev, 
during which, so it is said, agroements of “historic importance” 
in the arca of disarmament were in sight, have resulted in a 
resounding failure which will perhaps encumber the already slow 
Geneva negotiations for several more months. And ail this, if the 
two leaders are to be believed, is because of “Star Wars.” 


There is something surprising in this explanation for those who 
recall the more or less inflexible stances which both sides have 
always maintained with respect to this notorious bone of conten- 
tion. Was Reagan really convinced that the Soviets would con- 
code even that point? And did Gorbachev believe that the 
Americans would confine to laboratory research a project on 
which the current President has staked his reputation’ However 
strange it may seem, there are grounds for believing thai both 
men, although not expecting complete success, set out for Reyk- 
javik with some optimism. 


The Soviet leader did not have much to lose. On the contrary, the 
potential agreements themselves which came to be envisaged 
constituted an immense advantage for his foreign and domestic 
policy. On the one hand, the halving of long-range missiles 
represented a significant relief for an economy such as the Sonnet 
economy, contending with grave difficulties; on the other, the 
climination of medium-range missiles in Europe, although 
accompanied by a considerable reduction of warheads in Asia, 
meant defeat for Reagan and several European leaders who 
insisted on the nuclearization of the continent, in addition to 
dealing the Atlantic alliance’s unity a severe blow. Despite that, 
Gorbachev believed that the moratorium which Reagan proposed 
with respect to the SDI [Strategnc Defense Initiative) was insuffi- 
crent, and thus the outcome of the negotiations was jeopardized 
In fact, however important the steps announced, the most deci- 
sive step remained to be taken. The Soviets are aware of their 
indisputable superiority in conventional weapons, not to mention 
the degree of social and political cohesion in the Eastern bloc, 
and they also know that only a project such as “Star Wars” could 
reverse this situation. Hence the immense skill in giving way on 
incidentals and being intransigent on essentials which they dis- 
played at this summit 


For his part, Reagan seems to need a success, such as came to be 
foreseen in Reykjavik, in order to turn what was hitherto just an 
attitude toward the Soviets into a tangible result which would be 
viewed as a decisive advance toward peace. In fact the turnabout 
in foreign policy which was effected after hus arrival in the White 
House is in danger of reaching the end of his second term without 
achieving significant changes. The philosophy which character. 
ized it until recently was that the West, and the United States in 
particular, in addition to consistency in stances, would have 
todisplay firmness in condemnations of their opponent in any part 
of the world it might be and the consequent military canpebility 
This was the principle which prompted the deployment of mis 
siles in Europe and the current policy with respect to Aighanrstan 
and Nicaragua. For some time success seemed to be in sight 


The Soviets were forced to return to the negotiating table after 
announcing thai they were withdrawing not to return until the 
Pershing-2s left Puropean territory; the main Puropean allies, 
despite disagreements on details, supported the stance adopted 
toward the Kremlin, thus strengthening NATO's structures: the 
USSR at last seemed interested in reducing arms and forced by 
the economic crisis to do so, if only until the introduction into the 
system of the changes planned by the Gorbachev administration 
However, the failures were no less great. Nicaragua remains a 
thorny problem for the White House and a source of constant 
friction with Congress; the same could be said of South Africa 
The crusade against Al-Qadhdhafi is in danger of turning against 
its instigator, following the scandal of the “disinformation pro 
joct™ recently revealed by the press; and, above all, the very 
rationale for this polhcy, wholly based on the defense of freedoms 
and the affirmation of the free enterprise eoonomic system's 
superiority, is beginning to give way at unforesecable levels, in 
such a way that it seems to have played only a subsidiary role in 
Reykjavik, and was certainly very far from dictating sine qua non 
terms for the progress of the dialogue. So much so is this that, 
just before Reagan's departure for the summit, Republican 
leaders conveyed to the press several appeals intimating that 
there was a danger of a return to the views on detente predomi. 
nant in the Carter administration 








_ nder these conditions, of the summit 's success was really wanted 
by both sides, its fcasibility scemed no less problematic on that 
account. Reagan perhaps overestimated bus opponent's interest 
m scouring @f agreement, gamDiung everything to present af the 
enc of his term a result whach would undoubtedly have decn 
noteworthy, capecially since med-tcrm ciectioms will bc held 4 
November from which the Republicans’ position in Congress wil! 
result. As for Gorbachev, although knowing the limitations 
which the U.S. President was bringing to the negotiating tablc 
as he hunself admitted im the end, he lost nothing in making a 
further effort with respect to what is his main strategx ain 

to delay or climunate the SDI. His major advantage hos wm 
negotiating with a Pressdent who will only be wo for another / 
years and who has recently sustained grave damage to his image 
and to bus leadership absistty. It w not by chance thal a was 
Gorbachev who spoke ummediately afterward about the need for 
another summut, while the utmost silence on that score reigns or 


the LS. sede 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES 


CHINESE COMMENTARY: DEPLOYMENT OF USSR MISSILES IN AFGHANISTAN 


HK270138 Hong Kong HSIN WAN PAO in Chinese 26 Oct 86 p 1 


("News Talk" column: “Soviet Military Deployment in ‘Wakhan Corridor’”| 


[Text] According to the foreign press, the Soviet Union has reached a secret agreement 
with Afghanistan on taking over jurisdiction of Wakhan. After years of management and 
the stationing of massive forces, the Soviet Union possibly has an intermediate-range 
nuclear missile base there. 


If this is true, it would be contradictory to the withdrawal of 6,000 soldiers as 
publicized by the Soviet Union. It was reported long ago that the withdrawal of Soviet 
troops from Afghanistan was but a smoke screen. I[t was actually the relief of troops 
because the Soviet Union had dispatched new troops there previously. 


If you want to know the strategic position of Wakhan in Afghanistan, you should unfold 
a map and carefully observe its relations with the neighboring countries because a 
slight change there may produce an impact on China, Pakistan, and India. 


Afghanistan has a special topography. In the northeast, it has a long, narrow zone 
stretching eastward which is around 300 kilometers in length and 13 to 65 kilometers in 
width. This is Wakhan, an area named after Wakhan City. 


Only one edge of the Wakhan area is adjacent to China. Moreover, the Wakhan corridor, 
which is only scores of kilometers wide from north to south, separates the Soviet Union 
from Pakistan. Thus, this tiny region is adjacent to three countries. Without the 
permission of Afghanistan, the Soviet Union cannot go southward and enter Pakistan. 


Now, after taking jurisdiction over Wakhan from Afghanistan, the Soviet Union has 
secured two military benefits. First, it can cast its greedy eyes on China's Xinjiang 
at the eastern end of the Wakhan area and extend its influence to Kashmir, which is a 
disputed land between India and Pakistan. Second, with the Wakhan corridor in Soviet 
hands, the Soviet Union is now contiguous to Pakistan. The military pressure on 
Pakistan is greater from this area than from Afghanistan, where there is a Soviet 
garrison. 


Some foreign newspapers suggest that the Soviet Union has at least built some basic 
facilities for a medium-range guided nuclear missile base in that area and that this 
base is to specially deal with China and Pakistan. 


Both China and Pakistan have some reservations on what the Soviet Union calls the 
withdrawal of troops from Afghanistan. In addition, they have also urged the Soviet 


el 








Union to withdraw all its troops from that country. This is related to the changes in 
the wWakhan area. 


In recent years, China and Pakistan have been developing land transportation by 
building highways on the Pamir Plateau. Although the task is formidable, it has 
significance. With these highways, traders and travelers can directly go from one 
place to another. In addition, these highways are multi-purpose highways. In May this 
year, Port (Kunjirap), which is situated on the highway along the border between the 
two countries, was opened to the world. Since then, a bus service has been operating 
from it. (Kunjcap) is just about 100 km south of Afghanistan's Wakhan area. The 
purpose of this could be to counteract the Soviet garrison in Wakhan. 


The Soviet Union has so far annexed Afghanistan's Wakhan, secured the right to enter 
Korea's Nampo Port, which is directly opposite of China's Dalian Port, and turned 
Vietnam's Cam Ranh Bay into Soviet naval and air base. All this has inevitably made 
the East Asian countries and their peoples more vigilant. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


MOSCOW TV COMMENTARIES ON REYKJAVIK SUMMIT 


International Situation: Questions and Answers 


LDI80608 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1030 GMT 17 Oct 86 


("International Situation: Questions and Answers” Program, presented by Vladimir Pasko, 
foreign policy commentator for All-Union radio; with Vitaliy Yakovlevich Chukseyev, 
TASS editor in chief of foreign information; Kim Gerasimov, radio commentator; Sergey 
Aleksandrovich Ugarov, CEMA adviser; and Sergey Pravdin, radio commentator! 

[Excerpt] [Pasko] I want to start the program with an event that has only just taken 
place -- the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting in Reykjavik. That meeting has come to be an 
important event in international affairs in the struggle against the arms race, for the 
banning and elimination of nuclear weapons, and for the removal of the nuclear threat. 
The position of the Soviet side at it was honorable and open. I[t was based on th 
principles of equality and equal security, and took into account the interests of 
countries, their allies and the peoples of all states. This position has come to be 
concrete expression of a new approach and new thinking, the need for which is dictated 
by the realities of the nuclear and missile age. Displaying a sincere desire to reach 
an accord, the Soviet side, as you know, tabled a new, compromise proposal, which took 
full account of the U.S. side's concern, making it possible to agree on such vital 
issues as the reduction, and ultimately the complete elimination, of strategi 

offensive weapons, and the distribution of intermediate-range missiles in Europe. 


, > 
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However, it proved impossible to embody the agreement that had been virtually reached 
in accords binding on both sides. The sole reason for this was the reluctance of the 
American Administration to create the conditions for the realization of these accords. 
The whole world is discussing the results of the meeting. 


[(Chukseyev] [passage omitted on survey of foreign comment on U.S. stance at the talks 
This unfavorable response obliged the American Administration to launch a propaganda 
counteroffensive urgently, so as to make some attempt to calm world opinion. According 
to U.S. journalists, White House representatives dispersed throughout Washington, 
giving interviews to various news programs, holding press conferences, speaking 
international television and paying personal visits to congressmen. The President 
intends to send his emissaries to a number of European and Asian states, whi 
Secretary of State Shultz has already flown to 8russels, where he address: 
representatives of the NATO countries. An attempt is being made to depict the situati 
as though the administration were still attached to the cause of disarmament. 





JPRS-TAC-86-089 
14 November 198¢ 





However, these peace-making words co "o' match up with the dceecs. vm if tober, ¢ 
latest test of a nuclear weapon, cocenamec ‘Relmont™ was conducted in sector « . the 
Nevada test range. During these tests, mponents f the weapons in tt star wars 
program are tried out. 

Nevertheless, when assessing the summit meeting, observers in various countries not 
that it was useful and necessary. it was 4 step ina complicated and hard dia. ogut 


} : - : awa . . . - > ava +> . _ ; 
search of difficult solutions. What is needed now is decisive anc responsidie ac..ocf ¥ 
211 states -- large and small, irrespective of their socia: system s0 as 
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nd t the arms race on earth and prevent its extension into space. 
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vw world press is now widely quoting the words of Comrade Gorbachev about the fact 


that the preparations for Reykjavik helped us to formulate a new platform a ew, 
bold platform that increases the chances tf eventual success. it accords with the 
mterests of our people and, at the same time, this platform is in accord with the 


mnterests of all other states and is wrthy of trust. 


Pasko| Thank you, Vitaliy Yakovlevich. passage omitted: Pasko outlines the hitory 
nuclear-free zone movement, conciuding with the declaration made at the recent 
Perugia conference of nuclear-free zones! 
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~ 9 , 
"Studio ¥ rrTrorram 


W1S81049 Moscow Television Service in Russian 0710 GMT 18 Oct 86 


\“Studio 9" program, presented by Professor Valentine Sergeyevich Zorin, politica 
observer of Soviet Television and Radio, with Academician Georgiy Arkadyevich Arbatov, 
director of the United States of America and Canada Inatitute of the USSR Academy of 
Sciences, and Valentin Mikhaylovich Falin, chairman of the APN Board] 


[Text] [Zorin] Hello comrades. In our previous discussion here in ‘Studio 9° of the 
wstankino Television Center, we agreed that the next discussion would be devoted to the 
results of the Reykjavik meeting. For this reason, I asked Academician Georgiy 
Arkadyevich Arbatov, director of the United States of America and Canada Institute of 
the USSR Academy of Sciences, and Valentin Mikhaylovich Fallin, chairman of the APN 
Board, who went to the Icelandic capital as experts, to take part in our discussion 


today. At the mee’ held in the Icelandic capital, the large-scale proposals 
submitted by Mikhai eyevich Gorbachev have now been evaluated by the worid as the 
most important eve 1 event of world significance, not only today, but having 


1long-term influence on the course of the political process in the world arena. 


In the past, few days, the Reykjavik meeting has naturally been the main topic both in 
the world press and in the statements of state and political leaders, and for this 
reason I would like to begin our discussionby asking you, Valentin Mikhaylovich, to 
make an assessment of these comments. 


Falin] If we began to analyze the omments, we would probably take up all the 
broadcasting time. Therefore, I shall be very brief. The comments can be divided into 
three groups. The first and the main group of comments voiced, irrespective of the 
social, political, and even military borders now dividing the world, are disappointing 
m the one hand in the fact that, in Reykjavik, despite existing objective and 
svorable prerequisities for achieving agreement. agreement did o** occur at the iast 








moment . ie S. side did not ! it possible in Reykiavik to give preference to 
=portant msiderations, long-ters terests, interests which will determine the [face 
the future worid tor decaces od, and the security f the United States itself, 
. ackneved ns 4erat ¢ ne< 
his disappointment is not just ‘hat of itterness over unfulfilled hopes. No, people 
ire making a Dalanced assessment They perfectly understand, and this is felt in their 
aments, that Reykiavik is a huge part, you wuld say a whole block, of internationa! 
relations. which will be the foundation for (tle jeve lopment yf positive internationa: 
evelopment tor b iong tigen me. The disappointment is accompanied Dy an 
de: mding that it was possibi« Reykiavik to cover in a few days a road which 
kK many vears in tre ast 
Tt second group of aments depends mn political and ideological sympathies, on 
ilies mamitments. | am talking first of all about comments in Western Europe and 
some other muntries close to the United States. The principle is as follows: it does 
t matter what the ted States does, the main point is that it is precisely the 
nited States doing it, and for this reason it is clear beforehand that the laurels 
will go to Washington whatever it does. They ignore the material aspects of the issue 
their comments. Apparently, they are also little interested in the possibility of 
schievement or nonachievement . af igzreement. 
rir Vaientin “Mikhay ] . . ve 2 that the Soviet proposals there were 
simost igpromptu. 
raiit lhese are mvenient state ' . ‘ ye they justify thie kind of reaction, 


" 


this Kind of comment, this Kind of assessment [ what has happened. 


Finally, there ar: agne nt « af : tain military ons iderations. ror 
netance,. Rogers made a formal protest * th S vernmment, the U.S. Administration. 
Arbatov m behalf of the NAT reaucracy 
Palin m behaif f the NAT urea ' ; als part of the military-industrial 
mmp | ex it is a transnational sa tary lustria mpliex. This protest is connected 
with the United States aliegediy a . "7 g Furope to a nuclear-free existence. 
Nuclear-tree in our view is strong ecurity the military-political aspect. For a 
ertain group of this type ol eader, tha : te full of worry and danger. That is 
a diftterent secale r tf ming, a4 dGitter . scaie tf assessment, which explains many 
things to us ncer a he | tr s a ts in western countries. 
Arba hink is . = y @ genera. assessment that, during the entire 
Reagan administration nd Reaga .dim strat n has been, without doubt. a record 
4 » the fieid | propaganda among : th . Adminiatrations - a Hollywood type 
pagenda machine has Mducted tlh reatest paganda campaign in the history of the 
ida stration, aimed ré ely vil ing veryorme irrectness f the United 
’ ‘ lere they v : . ey shift daiiy; t has to be eaid they 
kililf v A - a had hiled, and failed througt 
‘a t ; tt et “4 bid that everytt ga was n rder why 
" es ‘ ‘ . we ; 7 








[Arbatov] They reasoned and decided that it would be better it it were said tha 
everything was in order. Now an effort is being made in the very opposite direction; 
they pretend that everything is almost in order, that a great forward step has bes 
made, that a little bit more pressure, and everything would be in order. 


(Zorin] Georgiy Arkadyevich, I would like you to continue commentary in the following 


‘ 


aspect. There are different kinds of commentaries; there are malicious ones, there are 


some honestly failing to understand matters. What do you think it is necessary to do, 
in light of the campaign of reactions, the wave of comments these days -- what do you 


; Pal" : . nnd tinne? 
think requires additional explanation and commentary on our positions: 


Arbatov] You see, the trouble is that much does not reach America. So, from that 
point of view, everything needs to be explained. We cannot do that, and it is hardly 
possible that many will watch our ‘Studio 9’ there. Everything is in doubt, beginning 
with how the talks began and ending with how they closed. Who submitted the proposais 
for instance? The Americans say that Reagan submitted them all. While we, who have 
been in Reykjavik, know especially well that he actually came with empty pockets, empty 


hands as Mikhail Sergeyevich said. How did they end? 


At first, Poindexter announced that Reagan slammed the door, and then, on noting that 
the public did not like that, Larry Speakes corrected him, saying it was not so, that 
it was Gorbachev who stood up and ended the talks. If we talk about more serious 
matters, [ would say the following. First, about the proposals. Reagan said that 
agreement was reached only about destroying all ballistic missiles by the year 1990. 
Shultz was more accurate. He said all strategic arms. More accurately, the talk was 
about nuclear arms. Concerning intermediate-range weapons, is it possible to remove 
from our package of proposals, which included three large parts --— strategic arms, 
intermediate-range weapons the ABM treaty and ending nouclear testing --— something 
Suitable tor the Americans. lt was said all the time that was a package and not a menu 
irom which you could select what you liked and let others eat what you could not 
swallow; that you have to accept it as such, as this package covers all aspects of 
qual security. Now speculations have begun on intermediate-range weapons; whether it 
s possible to pull them out. We are even criticized for linking this with star wars. 
think that all understand our logic. If we agreed to far-reaching measures on 
intermediate-range weapons, we could not overlook what would happen with strategic 
arms, where we have given up counting U.S. forward-based forces and some other systems. 


nm, an interesting thing has happened now which requires not so much explanation as 
mment. The Americans have stopped talking about verification. Yes, the Soviet Union 
as gone all the way here. Moreover, with Valentin Mikhaylovich, we saw something very 
astonishing wher. Marshal Akhromeyev tried to convince Perle about the need for 
the-spot inspection. Perle said: No, a simple statement is sufficient; you have to 


belleve us. 


(Falin interrupts] No, he said something more sophisticated; that in free U.S. 
iety, arms spending is determined by Congress, and anything that interests you in 

the field of verification you can read in the Congressional Record. This is sufficient 
be assured that the American side is observing the agreement. 


Arbatov] im the other hand, they tried to present things to us as follows, and of 
course to their advantage, that we had supposedly forgotten some things, that we had 


~ 


treated from nuclear test ban provisions. That is not true. 


’ , 
given up in particular or re 








We spoke very firmly about our desire ¢t achieve a total ban of nuclear testing. - 
nother matter that, in Reykjavik during this discussion, steps were taken to prever 
the first stages of the process from turning into a controversial issue for r 
far-reaching proposals. 

Falin] There is a fundamental differen here, Georgiy Arkadyevich. With what did 
the exchange of opinions on ending tests begin? The U.S. delegation came out ra 
agreement which would regulate the ontinuat r tests. 

Arbatov interrupts; Talks on nuclear test 
(Falin] Talks on nuclear tests The position of the Soviet side lay in d t 
position could not be otherwiss« - achieving agreement on a complete and final an al 
nuclear tests. Discussion entered accordingly mn how to achieve this se id im, 
which, as a matter of fact, corresponds with two treaties -- the 1963 treaty on banning 
nuciear tests in three spheres, and the 19658 treaty mn nonproliferation of nu ar 
weapons. They stipulate thi bligation of the signatories to strive for a complete ba 
on nuclear tests. 

If the United States were to join the unilateral Soviet moratorium and mu 
talks were to begin to conclude the corresponding agreement, then the probl: 
two countries of ending tests would be practically solved. Essentially, 
obstacles to joining the Soviet moratorium, and it should be an act of goodw 


part of the American side. 

Here, I am returning to the topic of verification. The United States curr: 
not want to discuss the problem of verification very much as it pertai: 
tests. It wants to raise the question of verification, not as it mcerns ad! 
the obligation to end tests, but turning the question to how reliable, | wi 
is verification reliable, in adherence to limited nuclear tests, in art 
ceiling on yields. This too is a very different, a fundamentally 
postulation of the issues. At any rate, the talks in Reykjavik have throw 
lot of things. 

|Arbatov interrupts] Now, you have recalled the extemporizing You know tt 
element of the unexpected for the Americans. Only I think it was their ow 
this case, they could have fallen victim to their own propaganda. They 
about opposing the policies of Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev, about ontr 
existing inside, that they were completely unprepared for the fact that ¢ 
Union would come to Reykjavik with serious and very far-reaching pro; 
disarmament. Moreover, this was accompanied by speculation about the posit 
military officials and their... [changes thought] Marshal Akhromeyev ar 
Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev and headed the group of experts conducting the 
so forth. 

[Zorin] Mikhail Sergeyevich stressed in hi te ision speech that this was 
by extensive work, in which the CPSU Central mmittee Politburo, th 
Committee Secretariat, the Ministry f Defense, the Ministry of Fore 
scientists, and specialists took part. In othe words, it was preceded y 
extensive and detailed work. 

[Arbatov! Now do you understand how much they were surprised? Ther was t 
of surprise. First of all because and it is my guess of urs t 
victims of their own propaganda, and secondly they did not take int ns ide 


4 
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fact that what we were saying was being said in all seriousness, a new political 
thinking, that we are trying to assess the entire situation in a new way, and so fort 
There is another thing mentioned, and it may be worth noting that, supposedly, we i 
set a trap for the Americans, we set a snare to catch Reagan. Of course, this is 
true. If you look at our proposals closely, you can see that they are quite generous 


They even include certain things taking American intersts into consideration, becau 
we know that if they do not guarantee the lawful interests and security of the 


side, we shall never get an agreement, nor can we ensure our own security. This 
ecome our traditional policy. 
There is another thing. In some questions, these things were prepared as face-sav 


ready to act quite generously here. So this too is not true. But the great number 
issues requiring the need for comment attests to the intensity of the campaign lau 
after Reykjavik. It is an array, not only a long propaganda array, but a politica! 


is Weiices 


Falin interrupts] Like the tail of Halley's Comet. 


should say that the tone of the campaign, of the elucidation for world publi 
pinion, so to speak, of what happened in Reykjavik, is being set by President Reagan 
limself. In his address after returning from the Icelandic capital, the President 
jleclared that progress at the talks was a result of the fact that the United States 
icted from a position of strength, that this position supposedly bore fruit, and that 
teykjavik was an example of this. The Russians, you see, are retreating before the 


.S. position. | think this kind of statement from the White House boss cannot 
without comment. 


Falin| [ think it is a relic of that old moss-covered thinking which caused an 
‘xacerbation of the international situation and forced politicians, serious and 
responsible politicians, to talk about the danger, the increasing danger of war. What 
es a policy from a position of strength mean? What does it mean when one state 
nters into talks from a position of strength? It presumes that the other state, it 
aartner, must proceed from a position otf weakness. This cannot be, and Mikhail 
Sergeyevich Gorbachev said responsibly that this would never be. We shall proceed from 
i position of equality at talks, and defend the principle of equality as the basis of 
iny agreement. If there is no equality, there can be no agreement. 


atov) Behind these arguments on strength, of course there were also some concrete 

deas. Here too, the Americans fell victim to their propaganda to some extent. This 
was that, economically, the Soviet Union was in such a situation that it had no way 
suit, and Reagan repeatedly mentioned this. They expected that we would all come out 
with white flags aloft, and surrender, almost within weeks. 


would like to say in connection with this that, if they were to rely on this 
ically then long before what they dream of happened, the United States would be 
ined. The budget deficit this year, caused primarily by enormous military spending, 


. 4 
; 


will surpass $200 billion... 


rit nterrupts|] The state debt of the United States is the biggest in history. 


igan has accumulated a debt greater than all previous U.S. presidents put together. 


devices, so that Reagan would not have to back off, and so forth. We were, after all 








to pay 


Arbatov! Yes. Now what does this debt mean? There is not just an obligation 
it off. The deficit is $200 billion, but the operation of the debt, that is paying 
interest, amounts to $140 billion. That means that the debt is a clear $60 billion. 
Now this money is not available, and the whole matter today lies in the fact that al! 
this talk of strength -- you put it correctly -- becomes insane relative to the new 
realities of the world. This is an example of old thinking which gives no key, no 


to an understanding of the present moment. 


answer 
Zorin| In connection with this, let us talk about the Strategic Defense Initiative 
SDI) the U.S. space arms program -- insofar as this program served as the stumbiing 
block in Reykjavik. Currently, many people in the West are asking -- besides this 
yuestion is being asked not only by our enemies, even people who regard us quit 
benevolently ask it -- why the Soviet Union, after going so far, did not make the Jas! 


step in Reykjavik to meet the American position and agree to the American formula? 


Falin] The topic under discussion in Reykjavik was the destruction of nuclear 
weapons. Practically speaking, the main parameters for movement in this direction wer 
determined -- the destruction over a 10-year period of all strategic and nonstrateg: 
nuclear systems of the United States and the Soviet Union. 


A question arises: If you are approaching a nuclear-free world, and at this time the 
other side -- to words about defense against certain madmen who may make use of nuclear 
weapons, about the possibility that this agreement may be secretly violated is 
deploying a system of new strategic arms, then how can the first be reconciled with the 


second? We shall also agree to reject weapons replacing nuclear weapons, or we agres 
to nothing. 


Arbatov! Of course. 


[Falin| In this context, in the ontext of deep fundamental reductions, iny new 
military effort in a new sphere acquires a qualitative meaning. 


\Arbatov] I think that the argument here was mere than about SDI. The argument was 
about whether or not there was to be an arms race, because what is done through SD! 


research is actually a new round f the arms race in many fields antimissile, 
conventional, offensive and all other types. But, I think it would be interesting 
today to see what arguments were presented at the talks themselves in support of SDI, 


and after the talks. 


You have already mentioned the madman. This is precisely what Comrade Gorbachev spoke 
about. He asked: Why, Mr. President...{[changes thought] Yes, first the President 


spoke: After all, can't you make me a concession on this issue too? It has to be said 
that we were asked to make concessions al! the time. Comrade Gorbachev told him: Why 
do you insist so much on this, Mr. President? I have the right to ask for the opposite 
well, I am paraphrasing the conversation -- ask you why do you insist? Why are you 
not ready to make a concession in this issue? 
This forces me to think that the matter is not just about the wording: only laboratory 
testing and research. You are asking to across out the word laboratory. Ihe talk is 
about something much greater. It started with something else: You are a Russian and 
annot be trusted, you can deceive us, and preserve some nuclear arms, despite the 


ivreement. 











think this is the most fundamental issue. If they think that we cannot be trusted, 
that we may conceal [arms] despite all methods of verification, that means that the 
President is not serious about concluding an agreement with us. That means that he is 


laying a game. He had to solve this issue before Reykjavik -- maybe even before 
eneva: whether or not he was ready to conclude an agreement with the Soviet Union. 
Zorin interrupts) There arises the question of why we must trust the United States 
more ham it trusts us. 
.Arbatov Valentin Sergeyevich, here we just have an unbelievable accumulation of 


mythology, deceptions, lies, half-truths, and so forth. All that leads to the 
t is not just a matter of SDI. The matter was not with SDI but in 


sonclusion that it 
whether or not the Americans were ready to conclude an agreement. After all, they 
resisted - an we were witnesses to this during the night-time meetings, the 
conferences of experts, where they offered opposition in actually every issue. If they 


were not ready it has to end somewhere. So it ended with SDI. 


[Falin] I shall clarify this. It is not a matter of SDI or the declared aims of SDI. 
The matter is that SDI is just a name. 


point of fact it is a huge strategic program, the tip of which is shown to the 
yb 1 i while the main part is hidden, and hidden fairly deeply. What is SDI? It is 
an attempt to use new physical principles for military purposes. They say that these 
hysical principles will be used only for defense, and Reagan says: Believe me, I 
hall not deceive you; they are only for defense: First of all Reagan, like everyone 
else, is not immortal. A new President will come and say: It does not matter what 
Reagan said about defense, I shall use it for offense, that is what I want. Secondly, 
if it turns out that this physical principle is more effective for offense than all 
those known so far, then of course, as happened with the nuclear bomb in 1945-46, these 
physical principles will overturn all military as well as political thinking. There 


suld not be anything else. 


Arbatov interrupts] Even if vou think about the shield, the shield was also often 
ised by soldiers who went into attack with spears, as well as by the soldiers who 


lefended themselves with it from the attackers. 


Falin|] No doubt. In this sense, you can only confirm that on the one hand what is 
being done within the framework of so-called defensive initatives is part of the 

t-strike doctrine, and for additional insurance for the United Strtes after the 
delivery of the first strike. Many in the United States treat the entire SDI program 
in this manner. In Western Europe, naturally, we are the first to understand this. On 
the other hand, now, fresh in the tracks of the Reykjavik meeting, comments in the 
United States begin to raise the question of what what was actually discussed there. 
If some say that in Reykjavik the sides almost came to an agreement on the elimination 


ff all strategic nuclear arms and nuclear arms as such, and within specified terms, 
then the administration, for the benefit of the rightists or ultrarightists, begins to 
say: No, we came to an agreement only on the elimination of ballistic missiles, so 
‘onsequently the cruise missiles, aircraft, and many other things are outside the 


agreement. With such interpretations and reading, it is now possible to expect many 
ther interpretations and reinterpretations in the future. 








Thirdiy, what is SDI [row the point. of ¥ ‘.¥ [ ne nternat Orla sit at lh. 
point of view of the world political map’ Let us suppose that theoretically th 
States reactes SDI. Let is suppose that t re Soviet Union reates a ré : 
isyummetricai answer, Dul nevertheless an answer ' this system 
What about the other states? Neither financially, nor techn: ally, and t 
ithe point of view f their areas anc territories, are they in 4 position | ‘ 
themselves from these new types of weapons. That means that the worid wi 
more divided and dismembered by this force n domest and toreigt \ 
state and on international relations as a wi 
Arbatov | if we played this game, then the apprehension some vol at t : 
if the two superpowers wouid be istified 
Fallin There are such apprehensions. we «now adout thnem. Most robabiyv, | 

. . * ‘% , 
Sergevevich witnessed this Kind of taik in journaiist ircies in Reykjavik... 
Zorin interrupts) Yes, there was talk that generally the matter was a! 
reation of some kind of Soviet—-American ondominium, about joint possess 


particularly in Europe... 


\Arbatov interrupts | I] think that it was the Americans who circulated this in order 
spoil the mood of the Europeans. 


\Falin] To disclaim the influence of military technology today and military potenti 


on the policy of states would be to disclaim reality. In this regard, SDI is a aim, 
wrapped in a technological cover, to world leadership and hegemony. n this 
onnection, the United States is trying to challenge us to do something similar. + 
repeat what has just been said, the Soviet Union has not played, and does not intend 
play, such games. 

iZorin}] So, as far as I have understood you, the matter is not about what Western 


propaganda and some Western statesmen are now trying to convince the world pul 


opinion of, that actually the matter was just about one word, that the Soviet Union di 


(id 


not make a concession over this word, and that this was the reason for no agreement 
being reached. But the matter was about most important principles, from which the 
Soviet Union... 

(Arbatov interrupts]...in different aspects. 

Zorin]... could not give up, in various aspects. I would like to touch on another 
aspect of the topic. Most of the commentators, one way or another, but generally, 


either admit or are forced to admit that the progress made in Reykjavik was ensured 


through Soviet proposals and efforts. In connection with this our mail alre. 
includes letters and we have even received telegrams these days on this question 
Soviet people raise the question of whether this is not dangerous, whether we 

‘onducting matters in too gentle a manner. Do we not make too may oncessior 
Georgiy Arkadyevich, please answer this. 


[Arbatov! First all, I think that we are conducting affairs very firmly, with 
flexibility in our position; we showed that in Reykjavik. We have clearly defined 
limit beyond which we cannot proceed, because that would have meant sacrif i: 


dy 


ire 











ty interests, and we did not go beyond it. At the same time, we have made any 


ns. No talks or agreements can be achieved without concessions, and here we 
ght om a large scale, so to speak, again without threatening security interests. 
is to be borne in gind that the large quantity of arms accumulated creates 


ities tor great flexibility, Decause the matter here is not about concessions, 
large ones, immediately leading to a change in the balance of power. The balance 
ower is fairly firm. Im addition, you have to differentiate between concessions; 
here are concessions and concessions. We have made some concessions to the 
ins. Yes, we went to mee’ them. At the same time, [ would like to say that 
r was another type of concession. Well, I would call them concessions to common 
transition to the new position within the framework of new political 
» when we very courageously and resolutely rejected outmoded stereotypes, 
gmas, and obsolete positions... 


rin interrupts) Georgiy Arkadyevich, apparently this is precisely what Mikhail 
ergeyevich Gorbachev had in mind when he appeared on television, and I would like to 
part of this statement: The work done before the meeting and there in 
Reykjavik will mot be wasted, said Mikhail Sergeyevich. We ourselves have thought out 
many things in connection with this meeting, and reviewed many. We have now better 
eared the way for development of the further struggle for peace and disarmament, 
ed ourselves from existing obstructions, details, small things, stereotypes which 
ttered new approaches in this most important sphere of our policy. 


yuo i 


Vv Yes, and you know that this is very important, because [| shall tell from my 
s, | had many discussions about Soviet foreign policy on Western and U.S. 
, and in various auditoriums. Which was always the most difficult question? 
ut that the Americans and the West were always guilty in everything, and the 
had always had an ideal position in everything. And could you tell us: 
~ admit that ertain things inside [the USSR] need review, you criticize 

you are seeking innovation, and so forth. But what about foreign policy? 
Now w have shown an absolutely healthy approach, identical in spirit to the entire new 

y tnat Wwe ré pursuing, to foreigr policy as well. 
rbachev in fact promised this both to the Soviet people and the world a year 
iris when he addressed the parliament. He spoke about the sad characteristic 
reason t lag behind rapidly changing realities, and that in this connection 
. re undertaking serious work to bring our perceptions and our policy in line with 
w («f ties fr tthe uciear age. This promise, as we can see, was not in vain. in 
t w proposing to the world a new policy. Colossal work has been done this 
; rades 

der everything yur proposals and their dynamism; what was said in Paris 
eneva; the January proposals on complete Liquidation of nuclear weapons by 
rT tt entury; clarification of yur position on many matters; and then the 
ept ff our policy that was proposed at the 2/th party congress, the new 

t of security we are indeed talking about things that the best minds of man 
ind Niels Bohr dreamed about when they said that after the advent of 
weapons and nuclear energy everything had changed except for one thing human 

le x 

e you mentioned Einstein, Georgiy Arktadyevich, | would Like to cite a very 
g quotation of his: Your ability to observe a certain phenomenon depends on 


that y re sing Theory determines precisely what you can observe. if 








te 


in your inner disposition you proceed from the possibility that an agreement can 
reached, then this is one situation. If, however, you proceed from the fteeling tha 
the other side cannot be trusted, that it is never right even when it is right, then 


agreement is excluded in advance. 


> 


I wanted to ask you Dack in 


[Zorin] There is one question which, honestly speaking, 
it 


then knowing that we would meet here in Studio 9 [| decided to delay 


Reykjavik, but 
between Mikhail 


until today. I saw how both of you, after the first day of talks 


Sergeyevich and President Reagan -- it was womehwere around 1930 in the evening left 
to meet represer.tatives of the American delegation. 

You talked with them all night. In the morning when I was going to Dreakfast -- it was 
about 0630 in the morning -- I saw you returning from this meeting. ould you teli us 
today about what happened during these nighttime vigils? 

[Arbatov, laughing] I think that Valentin Mikhaylovich and [ will never forget that. 
[t was a meeting full of drama as well as comedy -- there was quite a few episodes of 
that nature as well --— but primarily I would begin -- Valentin Mikhaylovich, you can 
add to what I say later -- by saying that first of all we saw clearly how empty-handed 


the American delegation was. 


They had absolutely nothing to say. 


We brought a document with us —— as a matter of fact, I have it with me, here it is 
which is entitled: Directive to the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the USSR and 
United States on preparing an agreement in the sphere of nuclear disarmament. It says 
that it is a draft. Everything is here, including the date for the Washington visit. 
Only three dots have been typed in after the date where President Reagan and Comrade 
Gorbachev could sign the corresponding agreement. This is followed clearly by the 
categories: Strategic Arms; Intermediate-Range Missiles; On Limiting Antimissile 
Defense Systems; and On Banning Nuclear Tests. 


Comrade Akhromeyev, who headed our group of experts, read this to the Americans. There 
was absolute silence. Then talk began in a remote way and always around something old, 
about that very naphthalene-smelling rubbish which Mikhail Sergeyevich spoke about. 
Then the Americans took a time out [taym-aut]. They were gone for 40 minutes. Then 
they returned and the whole fuss began again. Then they started passing notes back and 
forth. Notes from Perle, notes from Linhard, notes from someone else to poor old 
Nitze, who got so flustered by this time tht he began reading aloud notes that were 
addressed to him: You should tell them this and that. Then he would stop and say: 
Excuse me, this is the wrong one. [laughter|) 


Then they took the second time out. This time they were absent for 1 hour and 4 
minutes. 


[Falin] As a result of the second time out an American paper appeared entitied... 


[Arbatov] Directives, not to the Ministers of Foreign Affairs, but to the delegations 
that are conducting talks in Geneva. After reading this paper Marsha! Akhromeyev 
asked: Can you tell us briefly, is there anything new in the American position? Do 
you not think that it repeats what the American delegation introduced in Geneva on if 
September and to which the Soviet side has already provided a clear, precise, and 
concrete response? Again a pause. Then: Yes, it is a repeat of our position... 


[Arabatov interrupts} A 5-minute pause. A MKHAT (Moscow Academic Art Theater! paus« 











(Falin] Yes. 


\Arbatov] I can hardly remember such an uncomfortable and embarassing situation, when 
a question is asked, then | minute, 2, 3, 4, minutes a person sits in silence, then 
squeezes out what you have said. 


(Falin|] Against this background, against a background of an absence of readiness on 
the part of ome side even to consider the proposals made by the other; against a 
background of a certain confusion, I would say, that attested to the fact that there 
was no clear and precise idea as to where t .ead the matter, another pause developed 
when both groups of experts decided to report on the situation to their leaders. 


|Arbatov! It should be added that the Americans were afraid. There was another side 
to this. 


m the one hand they tuld mot say anything, but when they were asked: Well, we will 
have to report that we could not reach agreement. Then, futher confusion set in. Not 
only because of a lack of unity -- which probably did exist among the group of U.S. 
experts, but I also think because they understood they were experienced peopie -- 


the new situation in which they were put by the Soviet proposals. It was hard for thes 
to simply reject everything and present this to the President. 


\Falin| They could not say no. But they did not want to say yes, or even half yes. 
After reporting to our leaders, and the Americans apparently to their leaders, we met 
once again, and it should be said that this second meetin, this second act of the 
nighttime drama, passed in 4 more mstructive way, particularly as far as strategi 
weapons were concerned. 


\Arbatov interrupts im tact, just a ut niy nm this part. 

Falin) Yes. But when the matter ame this SDI, of gore precisely to antimissiie 
defense; and when the soviet side showed that it annot take part in burying the 
antimissile defense treaty, that it will not play up to the United States in this by 
any means, and that our steps can iy be taken towards them within the [framewort of 
this treaty and never outéidce of ts bounds, then it was discovered that the position 
of the United States included those submerged rocks that would either have to overcome 
at a meeting of the leaders or which d become a stumbling block for the entire 
meeting 

\Arbatoyv You know, | wanted to add that ow, retrospect, Perie, in justifying the 
pOLICY well, he never did iite the truth very muct 

Zorin Excuse me, Veorgiy Artadyevich. would like to remind those who do not know 
that Perie is ne ff the most infivuentia Pentagon fficialis and Weinberger 's 


right-hand man. 


Arbatov | Yes, and he stands out as a4 super hawk, so to speak. Of course he always 
puts things miidiy, t sn | marr d * 4&4 sincere gaze and speaks quietiy, but 
behind this lies an abeoliute readiness ¢t torpe wny talke,. as well as a desire to do 
£0. But now he is trying t prov mething se. He save that the Russians hav 

hanged their positiors mn the antimis e det se treaty. He says that previously, 
before it was dadecided 't ‘ mina't eAr weapons ver a l0-year period (and oniy 
t he mestion ’ years was under ; ‘ if n. if eg which it was required to reduce 

f ve ‘ ; - ment mn then that all elements f 
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[Article by Christoph Bertram: worid Power Chess Before the Sumit 


i 


[Text] The whole thing almost looks like the chess match between Garry 
Kasparov and Anatoliy Karpov that is being fought in a high-class hotel of 
London's West End. But the game presently staged by Mikhail Gorbachev and 
Ronald Reagan on the board of world polit ls not played for another kird of 


world championship: They are preparing for the next superpower summit. 


Z . 


Gorbachev 1S playing the white pleces; he has taken the initiative. In the 
llsarmament chess played by the world powers, this is unusual. So far, the 
Russians Nave tended to wait for the Ame: ins to make the first move. But 
Reagan is holding back. He does not feel pressed for time. Not so Gorbachev: 
If the Kremlin leader wants t ifequard the economic basis of the Soviet 
lefense industry and at the ume time irb the American rival's dynamic 
armament efforts, he has t nfront h pponent with proposals of his own, 
if only because this might restrict the ch es of the man in the White House. 
And precisely this is the p t of tl fourth extension (to the end of the 
year) of the nuclear test fre bachev ha ust announced. On 19 August 


J 
ne stated on television that "tl riet lon 1s convinced that an agreement 
on a nuclear test ban is read itt nable and that it can be signed this 


very year at a Soviet-Americal t meeting [It would be a Kind of prelude 


In 1981, when Ronald Reagan too) the administration, it was the 
Ame? ins, not the S ets, itest latitude in the field of 
1isarmament diplomacy. Th is not bx ise f the fact that under the 
iegis Of Gromy) M naa tur! tubborn and--once counterarming had 
tarted--had quit all negotiations. i ni <ivisers had come up with 
in arms ntz i "oni pny” t ‘ , lemand were tailored to be 
icclaimed by publi opinion al ? t M 

erification for it WT 

rst: Reagan cdi rea the | fort toward rim ney t nave peen 
"ws , ‘ ‘ . : >) A 7 7’ YT 
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RELATED ISSUES 


TASS: DENMARK'S SCHLUTER TALKS IN MOSCOW ON SUMMIT, ABM, SDI 
Gromyko-Schliuter Talks 
LD211610 Moscow TASS in English 1550 GMT 21 Oct 86 


[Excerpt] Moscow, 21 October (TASS)--The reaiity o: the nuclear missile age 
necessitates not only new thinking but also a new level of responsibility in 
th » . ‘estions of saving life on earth. Politicians are obliged to really show 
ch zadiness to practical steps, to the quests of arrangements on questions 
.dding humanity of the threat of nuclear catastrophe. This was said by 
mewoer of the Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee, President of 
the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet Andrey Gromyko during his conversation 
in the Kremlin today with head of the Danish Government Poul Schluter. 


The Soviet leadership, Andrey Gromyko said, showed precisely such a level of 
responsibility at the Soviet-American meeting in Reykjavik between General Secretary of 
the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev and President of the United States Ronald 


Reagan. 


It was declared by the Soviet side that the USSR and the USA bear, as before, special 
responsibility for the state of affairs in the world. If agreement on the elimination 
of nuclear arms is reached, it will be a triumph for entire humanity. 


Poul Schluter expressed the opinion that if the arrangement on the elimination of 
nuclear weapon is reached, the question of reduction of conventional armaments will 


also arise. 


Andrey Gromyko said that the Soviet Union is ready, as ever, to discuss this question, 
too. From the Soviet viewpoint, the solution of the problem of conventional armaments 
would be a hundred times easier, if the problem of the elimination of nuclear arms were 


resolved. 


Talks With Gorbachev 


LD21161/7 Moscow TASS in English 1545 GMT 21] Oct 86 


[text] Moscow October 7) JAS: Mikhail Corbachev today had a meeting in the Kremlin 
with the Prime Ministcr of Denmark Youll Schiuter. fhe conversation was of the nature 
of a free, at times acute [Moscow JASS in Russian at 1512 GMT on 21 October in an 


identical report renders this torm as “oftruu'’ | discussion of the biggest problems of 


our time. 


9? 





The results 
unprecedented 


confidentiali 


Mikhail Gorbachev, 
that the three major 


interconne 
nuclear arms 
military superiority 


concessions on an 
it became 
strong resistance 

and ¢«liminating nuclear 

attempts to "outplay the 
The question 
surface somewhere 


it was exactly 


breakthrough were 


disarmament. 


problems of 
“ituation. 


already concern 
can*t we return 


it tf the disc:ission. In connection with the 

he uited States of the picture of the meeting there, 

he vicw 1 it was desirable to give up the strict 
icans, on which the latter insist. 


ister of the development of the events, iid 
proposals, inciuding the question of strengthening the ABM 


nning of the meeting, that all were presented in a 
30 Substantiated the logic of this approach: lft 
ha’ full guarantee against attempts to gain 


ned ’ inprecedented readiness to! compromise, for 
wy were confronted with the old Geneva positions 
American delegation had not brought with it a single new 


ribed as serious. So it was necessary to overcome a 

t became possible to advance in the question of reducing 

iithough here too the discussion was conducted not without 
') 

i int at issue throughout the meeting. It did not 

as they inv the United States are now trying to say. And 

ec American Jeadership to achieve military superiority on 


why accords ot truly historical importance, a 


re iat ;O)06©much)= «6ground been covered in questions of 
ed a wealth of experience, our common experience. Now 
ition in which the world has found itself, to 

it ew Situation from which there is no return. And 
ed only proceeding from a correct understanding of 


d satistaction throughout the world. But there is 
r 3 
uarters: iow are we going to live without nuclear arms, 


Mikhail Gorbachev stressed, was not only a success but als 
the existence of stubborn resistance, and not only o: the 


in Reykjavik, 
an event which highlighted 
United States, 


The meeting 


real disarmament 7 


juestion of conventional arms and armed torces ip Furope 
said that the eiimination of nuclear arms is viewed as a par 


reply Mikhail Gorbachev 


disarmament, including also conventional and chemic: 
‘overnments continue to “voice concern" and this despite 


so many months already we are waiting for their response to the major 


initiative 
concretely. 


attention 


Warsaw Treaty countries. It is not time, he went on, t 
ind Warsaw Treaty ‘Ountries that could tackle this 


principled questions of the competition of the two systems, 


humanitarian aspects of international life. Mikhail Gorbachev 


to regional 
onf idence if the West in the capitalist system since 


_ > 
; 


9% 








f 


JPRS-TAC-86-089 
14 November 1986 


7*- 


he modern possibilities 


exponents, contrary to the Helsinki accords, try to use t 
mutual exchange for interference in the internal affairs of socialist coumtries, for 


undermining the values created by their peoples on the basis of their own choice. 


The attempts to explain regional nitlicts by references to the “hand of Moscow" are a 
result, just as in questions of disarmament, of the old thinking which prevents one 
from understanding the new realities and, consequently, from formulating a policy 


worthy of this term. 


The mistakes of historical scope made by mankind in the past were rectifiable, Mikhail 
Gorbachev said. Now, in the nuclear-space age, there will be nobody around to do 
that. Herein lies the fundamental novelty of the situation. Many things are still in 
short supply in the world but what is especially lacking and what is vitally necessary 
is the ability to think and act in a new way. 


On recalling the plan of influential circles in the United States to exhaust the USSR 
economically by means of he arms race Mikhail Gorbachev told Poul Schluter about the 
major programmes of modernizing the Soviet economy, about the social transtormations 
and the restructuring in the political and spiritual sphere which have already been 
started and which will be accomplished. A most powerful breakthrough along the main 
directions of the scientific and technological revolution is in the meking. The Soviet 
peopie have the gifted minds, talents, the youthful energy and enthusiasm to make full 
use of the socialist society's potential. 


In conclusion the interlocutors wished the two countries success in their development 
along the _ roads hosen by their peoples and declared for the deepening of the 
tween the 


goodneighbourly, mutually édvantageous and traditionally peaceful relations be 
USSR and Denmark. 


Schluter Kremlin Dinner Speech 
LDZ02055 Moscow TASS in English 2032 GMT 20 Oct 86 


[Text ] Moscow October 20 TASS ‘Our untrics have proved their ability to oexist 
in the atmosphere of goodneighbecurliness and mutual respect, despite the different 
places they occupy on the political and «ideological map of the world", Danish prime 
minister Poul Schluter said at a dinner in the Kromlin given by the Soviet Governnent 
for him and his wits 


"Our current visit", the guest of the Soviet Covernment went on, “passes in the shadow 
of certain disappointment which, in my opinion, is felt above ijl in Kurope, the 
disappointment over the fact that the meeting between President of the United States 
Ronald Reagan and General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mik‘ail Gorbachev 


apparently has not led to any oncrete, direct results. There 1318 no agreement even 
about the date ot th ummit meeting on whose holding the two leaders agreed n the 
current year. That meeting was to be tolliowed by a new one in 1987/7. | will make no 
secret f the tact that the anisi side shares the present disappointment and strongly 
urges the two great powers t ontinue the lialoguc they have started, it is the 
destinies of Lie whole world and not 1us1 relations between the nited states meds ot he 
Soviet Union that are ihe point of the matter. Il do not think, however, that the 
verdict of history wi! describe the Reykjavik meeling as a tailure 


QG 
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"The expectations raised by the meeting in Reykjavik have not been justified. 
What is needed now is that we should not yield to disappointment and should 
continue an open dialogue through all the existing channels. We proceed 

from the premise that the Geneva talks will be continued. We also count on 
the continuation and further development of what we describe as the Helsinki 
process in the period ahead. This process proved its value and importance, 
creating the framework for a very candid exchange of opinions. We should not 
pretend that there are no fundamental differences between countries and 
peoples in world outlook and ideas about aims of development. This is why it 
is absolutely necessary to hold a dialogue and strive to achieve mutual under- 
standing and mutual respect by talks”. 


Schluter on Reykjavik Talks 


LD221106 Moscow TASS in English 1052 GMT 22 Oct 86 


[Text] Moscow October 22 TASS -- “We see our visit to the Soviet Union as part of the 
continuing dialogue between Denmark and the USSR and between countries of West and 
East, a dialogue which is ever more essential in this complicated international 
Prime Minister Poul Schluter of Denmark told a news conference at the Press 


situation,’ 
Center of the Soviet Foreign Ministry here today. 


"I have the impression that disappointment with the absence of concrete accords in 
Reykjavik is not the final reaction of the Soviet side,” he said. 


"The Soviet side has reatfirmed that its proposals made bo... before Reykjavik and 
during the summit meeting there remain on the negotiating table and the Geneva process 
is continuing,” he added. 


"The Reykjavik meeting has been more likely a success than a failure. The Reykjavik 


meeting has not been in vain,” Schluter said. "In the future this could be a useful 
overture to further talks.” 


"I find it very constructive that the Soviet side made its proposals early during the 
talks and then explained them to the broad public. I am firmly convinced it is this 
that has helped conduct positive talks in Reykjavik,” he said. 


"It was the initiative of Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, to hold that meeting and I think it was a wise idea,” the Danish prime 
minister said. 


"Representing a nuclear-free country, I voiced my admiration of the prospect of a 
nuclear-free world. In it we should live on a new security basis," Schluter said. 


"I believe that this visit has helped improve the understanding of our positions and 
the further development of relations between the two countries. We are neighbors and 
are only divided by the Baltic Sea," he said. 


The Danish prime minister said five Northern European countries did not have nuclear 
weapons in their territories and that was a stabilizing factor for peace. 


He said that his government was opposed to outer space militarization. 
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"Sharp' Talks on Huma, Rights 


AU221252 Paris AFP in English 1246 GMT 22 Oct 86 

[Excerpts] Moscow, 22 Oct (AFP)--Danish Prime Minister Poul Schluter said 
here Wednesday he had raised the cases of divided Danish-Soviet families 
during talks at the Kremlin this week, and described his talks on human 
rights issues with the Soviet leadership as "sharp." 


Mr. Schluter, who arrived on Monday and whose talks included a meeting with Soviet 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev on Tuesday, told a press conference that his meetings had 
covered "the various conceptions of human rights in East and West." He had raised the 
question of “five unresolved Danish-Soviet cases of family reunification and family 
visits,” and had made a “strong appeal for the solution of these." 


The Danish premier, briefed by Mr Gorbachev on the Reykjavik summit, said he 
believed the superpowers had not had enough time to "analyse all philosophical 
and technical and strategic issues involved in the SDI (Strategic Defense 
Initiative) project". 


Soviet insistence that the United States restrict SDI research to the laboratory led to 
the breakdown of the talks as tar reaching accords on reducing intermediate and 


strategic missiles were on the verge of being agreed. 


Mr. Schluter, the first West European leader to meet Mr. Gorbachev since the summit, 


said he had the impression that the “obvious disappointment at the lack of concrete 
negotiated result in Reykjavik is not the tinal reaction by the Soviet side.” 
"They reaffirmed that their proposals betore and in Reykjavik remained on the 


negotiating table,"’ and that the Geneva process was continuing, he said. 


On other issues, Mr. Schluter had told the Soviet leadership that its proposals for a 
nuclear-free zone in northern Europe would have to be “recognized and guaranteed by 
both superpowers," had pointed it need tor a “political solution" in Afghanistan, 
and hoped there would could be new cooperation between the European Economic Community 
(EEC) and its communist equivalent, MECON. 


TASS Cites Danish Press Agency 


LD221506 Moscow TASS in English 1439 GMT 22 Oct 86 
[Excerpt] Copenhagen, 22 October (TASS)--Reporting yesterday's conversation 
between Mikhail Gorbachev and Poul Schluter, the Danish news agency RITZAUS 
BUREAU quoted the Danish head of government as saying that it had been “most 
informal and candid”. 


ihe news agency said Mikhail Gorbachev had briefed Poul Schluter in detail about the 
results of his meeting with U.S. President in Reykjavik. RITZAUS BUREAU added that the 
briefing had showed no signal of any change in the Soviet approaches to disarmament 


issues. 


Uf 














It quoted Poul Schluter as saying that the conversation had begun with a heated 
ideological debate and that had livened up the conversation significantly. 

By its nature it had  -.early been non-diplomatic but Mikhail Gorbachev, RITZAUS BUREAL 

said further, had made a strong impression on Poul Schiuter who had described him as 
"an energetic and dynamic leader of great ability and personal charisma”. 

RITZAUS BUREAU juoted excerpts from the TASS account if Mikhail orbachev's 
onversation with Poul Schluter, iting the soviet ieader § denia: ~ the ciaim tnat 
the SDI issue had only been raised towards the end of the Reykjavik meeting. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


USSR: DEMICHEV DELEGATION, SFRY DISCUSS SUMMIT, ARMS RACE 
Holds Talks With Hasani 
PM221003 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 22 Oct 86 Morning Edition p 4 


[Excerpts] A meeting was held between S. Hasani, president of the SFRY 
Presidency and Petr Demichev, candidate member of the CPSU Central Committee 
Politburo, first deputy chairman of the USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium, who 

is heading a delegation of the USSR Supreme Soviet in Yugoslavia on an official 


visit. 


It was pointed out during ¢ciscussion of international problems that the main task that 
now faces mankind is the removal of the threat of a nuclear catastrophe. The new 
compromise proposals proposed by the Soviet Union at the Reykjavik meeting are of 
fundamental significance. They carry the struggle for nuclear disarmament to a higher 
level and open up the possiblity for a major breakthrough in international! relations. 


reported cn the results of the Eighth Conference of Heads of State and 
The sides agreed that the Nona)! igned 
progressive 


Hasani 
Government of the Nonaligned Countries in Harare. 
Movement, which also includes Socialist Yugoslavia, is an authoritative 
force of the present time. It make a weighty and increasing contribution to world 
politics. V.F. Maltsev, USSR ambassador to the SFRY, took part in the conversation, 


which was held in a warm and friendly atmosphere. 





Talks With Parliamentarians 
PM221051 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 22 Oct 86 Morning Edition p 4 


[Excerpts] Belgrade, 21 October--The delegation of the USSR Supreme 
Soviet led by Petr Demichev, alternate member of the Political Bureau of the 
CPSU Central Committee and first vice-president of the USSR Supreme Soviet, 
which arrived here for an official visit, held talks with the delegation of 
the Federal Assembly of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. 


During the discussion of the international situation the sides confirmed that the USSR 
and Yugoslavia held identical or close stands on cardinal problems of our time, 
expressed concern over the persisting tensions in the world, the build-up of the 
nuclear arms race and the danger of its spread to outer space, and emphasized the role 
which parliaments are expected to play in the struggle for peace. 


QR 
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The head of the Soviet delegation drew the attention of the Yugoslav parliamentarians 
the package of large-scale and far-reaching propusa put forward by Mikhail 
orbachev and opening the way ¢ the remova i e nmuciear threat. 


These Soviet proposals, once implemented, would make it possible to quickly secure 4 


radical turn for the better in internat al itfairs, to ensure a hange in all 
directions of the work for disarmament, ind begin the movement towarcs non-nuclear 
wor Ge 

The talks stressed that the Eight Conterer t Nonalt@gued Coutries’ deads of State and 
LOovernment held in Harare made 4 Nes t mtridution to the struggie igainst 
imperialism, weocolonialism, and racism roc Cte prevention of nuclear atastrophe, 
tt irbding of the arms race, ind tt deve poment yf equitable internat ional 

peraction. 
re Sices expressed their leterminat 1 ft irry m active struggie for peace and for 
the establishment of an ail embracing system of internat wai security. 
Meets Gacic, iri 

LI i ® Mi w LASS it nglist Z Ml t OO 

[Excerpts j jelgrade, 21 October (TASS)--Petr Demichev, alternate member of 
the Political Bureau of the CPSU Central Committee and first vice-president 
of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet, met Radisa Ga , secretary of 
the Presidium of the League of Communist | woslavia (LCY) Central! 
Committee, in Belgrade today. 
Padisa acic stated that the LCY approved ft and supported the constructive 
proposals which were put forward by Mikhail Gorbachev at the Soviet-U.S. 
meeting in Reykjavik Taese proposals, if implemented, would make it possibl« 
to bridle the arms race and divert the luclear threat from mankind, he aid. 
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RELATED ISS 


USSR PAPER HITS U.S. POLICY ON TESTING, WEAPONS REDUCTION, SDI 
PMO71557 Moscow KRASNAYA AVEZDA in Russian 28 Sep 86 Second Edition p 3 
[A. Golts review: "Responsibility Versus Total License"] 


[Text] The subject of a novel by the well-known Americin writer Kurt Vonnegut 
recently published in the USSR is based on the following story. A gun falls 
into the hands of a teenager. Firing a shot in broad daylight for no particular 
reason, he kills a man. The main hero, whose life is ruined by this tragedy, 
subsequently witnesses another tragedy, far more terrible. Whether as the re- 
sult of an accident or as part of a monstrous Pentagon experiment, a neutron 
bomb explodes in a small American town, killing all its inhabitants. Sooner 

or later guns go off, sooner or later bombs explode, taking human life. The 
buildup of weapons in the world must be ended--this, so it seems to me, is the 
moral of this novel-parable. The writer uses all the force of his talent to 
point out the most serious problem of the present Uay--so many nuclear and other 
weapons have been accumulated that they threaten to overwhelm the world. In- 
deed, with the existence of 50,000 nuclear charges in the world, we are all 
living on borrowed time and no one knows when the credit will run out. 


But if the writer's task is to warn mankind of the danger which threatens it, 
it is the duty of statesmen and government figures to find a way out of the 
nuclear impasse. And this indisputably complex task is not beyond the power of 
the world community, which is the only sovereign master of its destiny. It is 
precisely for this reason that representatives of the overwhelming majority of 
countries at the UN General Assembly session now in progress are mainly con- 
centrating on seeking an answer to what must be done to preserve world peace. 


The socialist states have presented for UN discussion the integral concept of 

a comprehensive international peace and security system. This concept covers 
the military, political, economic, and humanitarian spheres. Its essence was 
expressed in the speech made at the session by USSR Foreign Minister E.A. 
Shevardnadze. "The idea of comprehensive security,” the head of the Soviet 
delegation pointed out, “primarily entails material guarantees of peace, 
political and international legal guarantees, and confirmation of the principles 
of civilized, correct interstate contact. A safe world is a world of law, 
order, and legality, a world of strict observance of the UN Charter and all 

the norms of international law and human rights and freedoms.” 
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RELATED ISSUES 


PRC UN ENVOY CALLS FOR HALT TO ARMS RACE 
OW241930 Beijing ALNHUA in English 1916 GMT 24 Oct 56 


Text) Umited Nations, October 24 (XINHUA) -—— China caiied today at the United Nations 
for a balt to all arms races, especially the nuclear arms race 


Huang Jiahua, China's deputy permanent representative to the United Nations, speaking 
at the General Assembly about the U.N.‘'s International Year of Peace, said that local 
ynflicts and wars since World War II have created “profound anxiety” on the part of 
the world’s people, who wonder about the possibility of another worid war. 


The peopie of the world “cannot but be aware of all the latent dangers and respond to 
this threat by joining the struggle to preserve world peace,” Huang said. “To 
safeguard world peace,” he stressed, “it is necessary first and foremost to stop the 
arms race, especially the nuclear arms race. The arms stockpiles of the superpowers 
have reached alarming proportions, enough ¢t destroy the earth many times over.” The 
people f the world, he said, “having made disarmament, especially the complete 
erohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons their important goal, strongly 
Gemand thar the superpowers hait their dangerous arms race. 


or 


To safeguard wor\d peace,” Huang went on to say, “It is necessary to stop and remove 


regional conflicts and local wars For a long period of time, wars in places like 
Afghanistan, Kampuchea, the Middle East, South Africa and Central America have caused 
countless deaths and casualties and threatened peace in the world.” He said China 


attaches great importance to disarmament and calis for the destruction of all nuciear 
weapons. 


He told the assembiy that China has declared to the world time and again that “at no 
time and under mm ircumstances wii hina be the first ¢ use nuclear weapons...as6 an 
act f good faith, hina had redu.ed its Armed Forces by one million at its own 


imitiative,. he adcéced. 


The Chinese delegate noted that in the past year China has organized “activities 
wiing the ‘Chinese people's rally for worid peace’ and a symposium on the subject, 
ultural and sports activites, and exhibitions on calligraphy, painting and 


gtaphy, all with peace as the main theme.” 


Suang announced taat a film entitled “Under the Same Sun.” dedicated to the 
international Year of Peace, premiered recently in Beijing and will soon be made 
available to other countries. 
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RELATED ISSUES 


KURANARI VOICES CONCERN ABOUT SS-20 MISSILES 
OWO90627 Tokyo KYODO in English 0622 GMT 9 Oct 86 


[Text] Tokyo, Oct. 9 KYODO -- Foreign Minister Tadashi Kuranari revealed here Thursday 
that the Japanese Government has informed U.S. officials it wants Soviet nuclear force 
reductions in Asia to parallel those of Western Europe. 


Kuranari, addressing the upper house foreign affairs committee, said Japan is concerned 
that the Soviet Union may transfer SS-20 nuclear missiles from Europe to beef up its 
Asian arsenal, if an expected U.S.-Soviet agreement on intermediate-range nuclear force 


(INF) reductiou is limited to Western Europe. 


"We are very concerned about it and have requested U.S. officials to make efforts to 
carry out concrete negotiations,” said Kuranari. 


The INF issue is expected to emerge in discussions between U.S. President Konald Reagan 
and Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbache. in Reykjavik, Iceland, next Saturday and Sunday. 


While U.S. officials have already indicated they are aware of Japan's position on INF, 
the Japanese Government has requestei that the message also be passed on to the Soviets 


during the Iceland meeting. 
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TURKEY'S AMBASSADOR TO UN VIEWS DISARMAMENT 


TA220/31 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 


[Text] Turkey's permanent representative at (fe United Nations, 
Ambassador Ilter Turkmen, has said that furkey supports the 
efforts of U.S. and Soviet leaders to stop the arms race. He was 
speaking at the UN Disarmament Comraittee 


Our correspondent Orhan Pak reports from New Yor 


| Begin Pak recording] Ambassador Turkmen pointed out that the 
issue of disarmament not only concerns the United States and 
the Soviet Union; it is closely related to world peace and security 
He said that efforts to prevent the arming of space with nuclear 
weapons must be included within the framework of the disarma- 
ment efforts. He called for a reduction in conventional weapons 
as well as nuclear arms 


Discussing Turkey's policy on these issues, Ambassador Turk 
men said: Turkey grasps the importance of these issues better 
than most because of its strategic position in Europe and its 
proximity to the clashes in the Middle East. [end recording) 
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